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TUESDAY, MARCH 3, 1953 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SENATE PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to Senate Resolution 40, agreed to 
January 30, 1953, at 10:30 a. m., in room 357 of the Senate Office 
Building, Senator Joseph R. McCarthy (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin ; 
Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; Everett M. Dirksen, Re 
publican, Illinois; John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; Henry 
M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; Stuart Symington, Democrat, 
Missouri. 

Present also: Roy Cohn, chief counsel; Donald Surine, assistant 
counsel: David Schine. chief consultant: Herbert Hawkins, investi 
evator: Ruth Youne Watt, chief clerk. 

The CHatRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Reed Harris, will you raise your right hand ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I will, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. In this matter now in hearing before the commit 
tee, do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Harris. I do. 

The CuatrMan. Your name is Reed Harris? 


TESTIMONY OF REED HARRIS, DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR, INTER- 
NATIONAL INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE 


Mr. Harris. It is. 

The CuatrmMan. Tell us what your position is, Mr. Harris. 

Mr. Harris. My position is Deputy Administrator of the Interna- 
tional Information Administration of the Department of State. 

The CuatrMan. And in the absence of Mr. Compton, you are Act- 
ing Administrator; is that correct ? 

Mr. Harrts. I believe I am Acting Administrator until some hour 
today when Dr. Robert Johnson will become the Administrator. 

The Cuatrman. And when Dr. Compton has been out of the coun- 
try or away from the office, you have been the Acting Administrator. 
Is that right? 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. 
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The CuarrmMan, I understand that you have a statement that you 
would like to read in defense of two individuals whom you had pre- 
viously defended. You may read that statement if you care to. 

Mr. Harris. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I will read this statement. 

Senator McCLe.ian. Are copies of it available? 

Mr. Harris. I have a copy available for the stenographer, Mr. 
Chairman. I have not extra copies. I did send copies up last night. 
I don’t know whether they are in the hands of the committee at this 
moment. 

The Cratrman. Where did you send the copies last night ? 

Mr. Harris. Directly to you, sir. I don’t know what room it was 
sent to. I believe 160. 

Senator McCieiuan. This will be a short statement ? 

Mr. Harris. Yes. This is not a long statement. 

The CHarrman. All right. 

Mr. Harris. Before proceeding with such questions as the commit- 
tee may have, I would like to make a statement which, because it will 
correct an injus stice occasioned by certain testimony before your com- 
mittee last Saturday afternoon, is important both to the individuals 
concerned and to your committee. 

At the public hearings in New York last Saturday, Mr. James F. 
Thompson of the International Broadcasting Service testified that 
proposed transfers to the Voice of America of Mr. Theodore Kaghan 
and Mr. Edmund Schechter of the Public Affairs staff of HICOG, 
Germany, were canceled because they failed to pass security. While 
under existing Presidential and departmental directives and regula- 
tions such matters are not supposed to be discussed, I have been spe- 
cifically authorized by Mr. Jack Tate, the Deputy Legal Adviser of 
the Department of State that in view of Mr. Thompson’s incorrect 
testimony it is only fair to point out that both Messrs. Kaghan and 
Schechter have been investigated, as required by Public Law 402, and 
have full clearance as to loyalty and security. The fact that these 
individuals did have a clean bill of health should be given publicity 
equal to that of Mr. Thompson’s erroneous charges. 

The Cuarrman. Your testimony is that Mr. Jack Tate authorized 
you to state today that both Kaghan and Schechter had been cleared. 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. Harris. That is correct, sit 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Tate was Adrian Fisher’s assistant, was he? 

Mr. Harris. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And appointed by Dean Acheson to that job? 

Mr. Harris. I would assume so. 

The CHatrmMan. Do you know what Kaghan’s real name is? Do 
you know that Kaghan is not going under his own name? 

Mr. Harris. I have no such information, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. You have not seen the file yourself? 

Mr. Harris. I have never seen any security file on these individuals. 

The CHatrMan. Do you know whether that file shows that Mr. 
Kaghan signed Communist Party nominating petitions? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I do not know. I have not seen the 
file. I could not testify in any way about the security file of these 
individuals. 
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The Cuairman. Mr. Harris, this committee has been trying to find 
the key to all of the gross mismanagement, the unusual things, that 
have been going on in the Voice. 1 know the majority of the staff 
and a number of the Senators feel that this could not be merely the 
result of incompetence or stupidity; that the mismanagement has 
been deliberate; and we have been trying to get the key to that and 
find the individuals responsible. Of necessity, we must go into the 
past history of some of the men and try and bring their records down 
todate. Weare going to go into your background a bit today. I want 
to make it clear that I don’t think anyone in this committee thinks 
because a man may have made some serious mistakes 20 years ago 
he may not have fully reformed and may not be an outstanding 
American at this time. But we must start with the record and bring 
it down to date and find out whether there has been any change in heart. 

Now, you attended Columbia University in the early thirties; is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Harris. I did, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarmman. Would you speak a little louder? 

Mr. Harris. I did, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. And were you expelled from Columbia? 

Mr. Harris. I was suspended from classes on April 1, 1932. I was 
later re inst ited, and I resigned from the university. 

The CuatrmMan. You resigned from the university. Did the Civil 
Liberties Union provide you with an attorney at that time? 

Mr. Harris. I had many offers of attorneys, and one of those was 
from the American Civil Liberties Union; yes. 

The CHarrmMan. The question is: 4 id the Civil Liberties Union 
supply you with an attorney ? 

Mr. Harris. They did sup ply me with an attorney. 

The CHarrMaANn. The answer is “Yes”? 

Mr. Harris. The answer is “Yes.” 

The CuHatrman. You know that the American Civil Liberties Union 
has been listed as a front of the Communist Party / 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, this was 1932 

The CHatrman. I know this was 1932. Do you know that they 
since have been listed as a front doing the work of the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I do not know that they have been listed so. I have 
heard that mentioned, or read that mentioned. 

The CHarrman. Now, shortly after you were suspended, a Mr. 
Donald Henderson was removed as a professor at Columbia. Is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. Mr. Donald Henderson, who had 
played a considerable part in protests that were made at the time 
I was suspended, was suspended from the college faculty, and I was 
told that a major reason for his being so disciplined was that he had 
supported me in a freedom of the press and democratic freedom 
fight. 

The CHatrman. I see. And did you know that Mr. Henderson 
was a Communist at that time? 

Mr. Harris. I knew that he believed in some Marxist ideas, because 
1 had heard him express them in classes. 

The CHatrmMaAn. Did you know he was a Communist? 
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Mr. Harris. I did not know that he had any connection with the 
Communist Party. 

The Cuatrman. Did you know he was a Communist ‘ 

Mr. Harris. No; I did not, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. You wrote a book in 1932. Is that correct / 

Mr. Harris. I wrote a book and a lot of us have written books 20 
or 25 years ago which we are not proud of any more and which we 
wish we had not written. But I think you will find that almost 
anybody who has made statements in public, who has written, has 
some books of that kind or magazine articles of that kind going back 
several years that they are not particularly proud about. And as I 
testified in executive sesslion—— 

The CHairmMan. At the time you wrote the book—pardon me. Go 
ahead. 

Mr. Harris. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman. 

At the time I wrote the book, the atmosphere in the universities 
of the United States was greatly affected by the great depression 


then in existence. The attitudes of students, the attitudes of the 
general public, were considerably different than they are at this 
moment And for one thing. there certainly was no awareness to the 


degree that there is today, of the way the Communist Party works, 
the way the international Communists do their business. 

The CHarrman. What question are you answering now ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I am giving you background in con- 
nection with the book that you have referred to here. 

The CuatrmMan. When [ ask for the background you ean give it. 

Mr. Harris. All right, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. Or you may interrupt if you want to give the 
background before th: at. The question was: Did you write a book ¢ 
The answer was “Yes” 

Mr. Harrts. Yes, I wrote a book. 

The CHairman. At the time you wrote the book, did you know 
Donald Henderson was a Communist ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I knew he was a Marxist and not an announced Social 
ist Party member. I therefore would have referred to him as a Com 
munist with a lower case “ce.” But I had no knowledge that he had 
anything to do with the Communist Party. There is a difference 
there, sir. 

The Cuarrman. As I recall, the other day you told us you did not 
know he was a Communist until 5 days after he had left school. One 
of the Senators called your attention to the fact that you referred 
to him as a Communist inthe book. You then said you were referring 
to him as a Communist with a small “ec.” You did not quite make 
clear to us the difference between a Communist with a large “C” and 
a Communist with a small “ec.” Is that still your testimony today, 
that you knew him as a Communist with a small “ce” when he defended 
you, when you defended him, and it was only 5 years later that you 
found he was a Communist with a large “C,” using your language? 
Is that your testimony today ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I did not know that this man had any 
connection whatsoever with the Communist Party. 

The CHatrrmMan. The other day you talked at great length about 
the difference between a Communist with a small “ce” and one with a 








STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 335 


large “C.” I would like to have you try and explain that, too, because 
I, frankly, did not understand you the other day. 

Mr. Harris. That is not surprising, in view of the situation today, 
when the word “Communist” has a very clear and understandable 
connotation, It simply means a Communist Party member, a person 
who follows the international Communist line, as dictated by Soviet 
Russia. 

If you will refer to dictionaries, you will find that a Communist 
with a lower case “ec” was any person who believed in Marxist philos- 
ophy in the broad sense, as the dictionaries were written in those d: Lys. 
I tried to make that distinction before the committee in the executive 
session, and I must admit that the testimony as I read it is not particu- 
larly clear. 

The CHarrmMan. No; it is not. 

Mr. Harris. But I still insist on my answer. 

The CHatrMan. Have you checked the book to find that actually 
you used “Communist” with a large “C” in the book? , 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I am sure you — remember that I 
mentioned specifically that it was a large “C” as far as the book was 
concerned, and that 1 had mentioned that to the proofreaders at my 
pub lishing house, that I did not have a large “C” in my manuscript. 

The CuairMan,. Now, you very actively defended the right of Hen- 
derson to teach at Columbia at that time? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, 2 weeks ago, Senator Taft took the 
position that 1 took 21 years ago, that Communists and Socialists 
should be allowed to teach in the schools. It so happens that nowa- 
days I do not agree with Senator Taft as far as Communists teaching 
in the schools is concerned, because I think Communists are in effect 
a plainclothes auxiliary of the Red army, the Soviet Red army, and 
[ rl vant to see them in any of our schools teaching. 

The Cuairman. In other words, you claim you have changed your 
mind he substantially since 1953 ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I declare that I have changed LN mind. 1 am not 
merely claiming. I can prove it. 

The Ciamman, At the time that you defended Henderson, and he 
defended you, you now know that he was an active Communist ? 

Mr. Harris. I now have information published in the press about 
> vears after I got out of Columbia that Henderson was top official 
of a union that was identified in the paper as a Communist union. 
That would appear to indicate that he was at least very, very close to 
the Communist Party. 

The Cuairman. Do you know that all of the Communist-front 
organizations came wholeheartedly to your defense at the time you 
were being expelled ? 

Mr. Harris. I rather object to the way you put that, Mr. Chair- 
man, because there were thousands of people who came to my defense. 
[ can show you clippings from papers as far as Shanghai, C hina, who 
supported me, all parts, right, left, and middle, and people of pe 
classes and all walks of life. They saw this as a disciplining of : 
student editor, in connection with editorials that appeared in a a 
dent newspaper. They also knew that I was a chairman of a board of 
several editors, that some of the things that I was criticized for were 
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not necessarily my own. But they also believed in the basic American 
idea of a free press, as we all do here. 

The Cuairman. Now will you try and answer the question? Is it 
correct that all of the Communist-front organizations that you knew 
at that time came wholeheartedly to your defense? After you answer 
that, we will be gtd to have you give us the names of any other organ- 
izations that defended you. 

First I want to know whether it is true that the Communist-led 
organizations came to your defense at that time. 

Mr. Harris. I do not know that, and I am not aware—I don’t know 
of any Communist organizations, at that time; I just simply don’t 
know them. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you could not recognize a Commu 
nist at that time? 

Mr. Harris. I couldn’t recognize an actual Communist Party con- 
trolled group. No; I could not. 

The CuarmMan. Well, now, at that time you were associated with 
Mr. Henderson, Nathaniel Weyl. Is that right? 

Mr. Harris. I had no association with Nathaniel Weyl beyond 
the fact that I appeared on the platform with him for approximately 
3 minutes, in order to say, in Mr. Henderson’s case, that I did not 
think he should be disciplined or removed from the faculty for the 
part he played in my situation at Columbia. That was a mistaken 
sense of loyalty, and that was the way that was made. I have neve1 
seen Mr. Henderson since. I am not anxious to see him, ever. 

The CHatrMan. Now, this meeting that you appeared at, and de 
fended Henderson, was also addressed by Mr. Nathaniel Weyl. 
Correct 4 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. 

The CuHArmman. You have learned since then—you did not know 
it then—that Weyl was a member of the Communist Party at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Harris. You so stated in the executive session held last 
Monday. 

The CramrmMan. Have you learned it, aside from what we told 
you? Have you not read the ne Wspaper accounts, interviews with 
Weyl, where Wey] tells about his activity in the Communist Party at 
the time he was at Columbia? 

Mr. Harris. No, I don’t think I have read that anywhere. 

The CuamrMan. At any event, you say at that time you did not 
recognize any of these associates of yours as Communists? 

Mr. Harris. Well, I certainly know that the most prominent of 
the speakers there was no Communist. He was Mr. Heywood Broun, 
who was a convert to the Catholic Church, who was a man who had 
nationwide reputation as a columnist and commentator and book re- 
viewer. I considered him a very able writer. And it seemed to me 
very good to be on the platform with Heywood Broun. I did not 
know of any Communist connections of these other hiak on the 
platform, and I say that I spoke for 3 minutes. 

The CuarrMan. You say that you know that Heywood Broun never 
was a Communist? 

Mr. Harris. I don’t say I know that. I don’t have that kind of 
information. If I said, “never,” I don’t know what he may have gone 
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through at some time of his life. But certainly he was a prominent 
Socialist Party nominee. He had run for Congress at about that 
time. He was very well known for that. 

The CHarrman. Well, I asked you whether you could recognize a 
Communist at that time, and you said one of the men who appeared 
on the platform certainly was not a Communist. You said ie wood 
Broun was that man. 

Mr. Harris. I said that because he was clearly identified as a 
member of the Socialist Party, which is in no way a supporter of the 
Communist Party line. 

The Cuairman. Now we will get back to my question. Did you 
recognize any of the young men with whom you associated at that 
time as being Communists ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I recognized none of them as connected with the Soviet- 
dominated Communist Party. There were Marxists on the campus 
at that time, as there were on all campuses. Some of them identified 
themselves as Socialists with a capital “S.” They belonged to the 
Socialist Party. The other Marxists, of varying shades, did not iden- 
tify themselves as belonging to some specific organization. And you 
would have had to be a mindreader to know which people were nec- 
essarily members of the Communist Party or exact followers. 

The Cuamman. Were you a member of the Social Problems Club? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I have not had an opportunity to check 
any records to see whether in the month or so after I was disciplined 
by Columbia I signed up temporarily with the Social Problems Club. 
It is possible that I did. But I am not aware of having been a mem- 
ber, and I certainly was not a member for any large portion of the 
year. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, your testimony is you do not know 
whether you were or were not a member, but you were not a member 
for a large portion of the year? 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. 

The CuHatirMAn. You mean you do not know at this time whether 
you were a member of that club? 

Mr. Harris. No, I certainly don’t. And I am quite sure that the 
people who are sitting at their receivers at home in the television 
audience, when they realize that you are asking me questions about 
things that happened 21 and 22 years ago, in college, which were per- 
— proper and legal and common at the time, which had no signifi- 

‘ance of the kind that is now being out upon them by this committee— 
i say that I am sure that if they thought back and tried to remember 
every little thing they did, everything they said, every person they 
talked to, every organization and meeting they might have attended, 
I am sure they might have the same difficulty I have had. I think that 
should be made clear. 

The Cuarrman. Let us make it perfectly clear, then, that the Social 
Problems Club has been identified by its members as completely Com- 
munist controlled. I think you should remember whether you were 
a member of a Communist-controlled club. You say it is perfectly 
proper to belong? 

Mr. Harris. I said it was 

The Cuarrman. You have your right to decide whether it is proper 
to belong to a Communist-controlled ‘club or not. 
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Mr. Harris. Today it would not be, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuairmMan. My question is: Do you know whether you be- 
longed to this Communist-controlled club / 

Mr. Harris. I gave you a very straight and honest answer. 

The Cuamman. Your answer is that you do not remember é 

Mr. Harris. I do not remember. I am aware that the Social Prob- 
lems Club was the spearhead in the protests that were held, the pro 
test meetings, and a I-day strike, held at Columbia, when I was dis- 
missed. 

The Cuamman. I am going to read you a passage and see if you 
recognize it. 

With his case as a point of departure, I made a further study of the situation 
at Columbia. My first discovery was that 2 young instructors, 1 a militant 
Socialist and the other a Communist, both graduates of Columbia, were slated 
for dismissal at the end of the year for being too radica I further learned 
that appointments of instructors are made for 1 year oniy at Columbia, and 
that any man may be quietly dropped at the end of an academic year, without 
explanation—a system obviously designed to avoid unpleasant controversy over 


intolerance and regimentation of thought within an allegedly liberal university. 


Do you recognize that writing as yours? 

Mr. Harris. That sounds very much like that book I wrote in 5 
weeks and have regretted ever since, Mr. Chairman. Yes, it does. 

The CHatrMan. Do we have an extra copy of the book ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I will not contest, if that is quoted from my book, I 
ium not contesting it. That is certainly approximately what I said at 
that time, and as I said, I am SOrry that I did say it. I took Senator 
Patt’ position then. I don’t agree with it now. 

The CuarrmMan. I do not recall Senator Taft ever having any of 
the background that vou have, sir. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I consider that a most unfair innuendo. 

The CHatrmMan. Well, then, let us continue to read your own 


writings 

Mr. Harris. Twenty-one years ago, again. 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, but we will try to bring you down to date if 
Wwe can. You have fot to start some place, somewnere, some place 


there is a starting point. 

This is on page 151 of your book— 

First, let me ask: Who was that Communist you were referring 
to? 

Mr. Harris. Again I say that the word “Communist” should have 
a lower case “ce” on it: that I was referring to Mr. Donald Henderson 
in that respect ; that I had no way of know ing whether or not he had 
anything to do with the Communist Party. If I knew even half 
what I have learned in recent years about the Communist Party, I 
would have been far more suspicious. I would have had nothing to 
do with Donald Henderson. And you will note that I have had 
nothing to do with him since that meeting that you talk about, that 
protest meeting, over his dismissal. 

The CHatrman. In other words, your answer is that the Communist 
referred to in this passage of your book was Donald Henderson ? 

Mr. Harris. That was what I meant by that passage. 

The CHatRMAN. That is the same Donald Henderson, a head of a 
union which was expelled from the CIO because it was Communist 
controlled ? 
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Mr. Harris. Several years later; yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Who is the Socialist, the “militant Socialist,” you 
referred to? 

Mr. Harris. I have tried to check back the records on that to see 
what that was, and I find difficulty in recalling. I think it was a son 
of Upton Sinclair. 

The CHarrmMan. Do you know his name 

Mr. Harris. Iam sorry. I do not remember his first name. 

The CHatrMan. And then you go on to ap pli: iid the fact that the 
fuss raised about your expulsion resulted in this Communist and this 
Socialist having their contracts renewed. At that time, I gather you 
felt you had scored a considerable victory by continuing the contract 
oi this Communist for a year. Or is that the correct analysis ¢ 

Mr. Harrts. I considered at that time, as Senator Taft does now, 
that academic freedom should allow Communists and Socialists to be 
on faculties. I do not think so today. I have repeated that. I 
would not support that position in the case of a Communist at this 
time. 

The CuairMan. Again, on page 147, in condemning the universities 
for denying academic freedom, freedom of expression of professors, 
you have this to say: 


/ 


There is, for instance, a professor at Princeton with whom I am intimately 
acquainted. For 3 years this middle-aged savant has been a Communist in 
personal conviction. In his teaching, in which he must make frequent mention 
of things political, he dares not suggest that the fundamental basis of American 
Government may be utterly wrong. From his lectures, even from his magazine 
articles, one might guess that he was a fairly regular old-school Democrat. ‘This 
veneer of respectability was adopted because, one day in the spring of 1931, he 
told a class of freshmen that he was watching the Russian experiment with 
interest and that he believed that the new form of government was ideal at 
least in theory. One freshman wrote home to mama. Mama wrote to Princeton 
And 2 weeks after this particular lecture was delivered, the head of my friend’s 
department called him in and suggested that he keep his thoughts on subjects 
political to himself unless he desired to discontinue teaching. 

Now will you tell us who that professor was, and whether he is still 
teaching ? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, if this were a simple fact-finding hear 
ing, you would rely on the testimony I gave in executive session more 
than a week ago, a week ago Monday. But I will repeat the statement 
I made then. 

The CuarMan. Let me interrupt you there. I hardly think we 
can rely on it, when we got a letter this morning that you want to cor 
rect parts of that testimony. You will be given that privilege, but in 
view of the fact that vou say you want to correct that testimony, we 
must reask you those questions under oath and find out what you want 
to correct. We told you and told all witnesses whom we heard in 
executive session that they would have the right to examine their test1- 
mony and if they found any typographical or stenographic errors they 
could correct them. Now, I gather from your letter that your cor 
rection is intended to go further than that. And I am inclined 
think the committee will be extremely lenient and allow you to make 
such corrections as you want to, perhaps even in substance, but in 
view of the fact that you say you want to make corrections we must 
rely on what you have to say after vou have thought it over. 

Mr. Harris. If I had only my own neck to think about, Mr. Chair 
Man, I woul | he ave cle voted the I: ast ad: iVvs 
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The CHarrMan. Just a minute. 

(Brief consultation among committee members. ) 

The Cuatrman, O. K., sir. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, if I had only my own neck in mind 
here, I would have devoted the last 8 days, every hour of them, to 
going back into such records as I could dig up, calling people up to 
find the exact dates and places of things going back 21 years ago or 
17 years ago or 15 years ago. But you will realize, sir, that I have 
been holding down the top post in an organization of 8,000 people. 

The CuHatrMAn. I asked you a simple question : who the Communist 
at Princeton was. Do you know? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I will admit that I was talking about 
a broader issue at that point. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, who is the Communist friend? You say you 
were intimately acquainted with this Communist at Princeton. Then 
you go on to tell his difficulties. You relate them in detail. The 
question is: Do you know who that Communist was, or do you not? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, as I testified in executive session, I 
used what was called author’s license. I had information on a Prince- 
ton professor that had been published in a publication. I can’t re- 
member where the clipping came from, probably from some compila- 
tion of academic freedom cases. And I suggested in the book that 
this was a close friend of mine and this was not true. 

The CHarrMaNn. In other words, when you say you had an intimate 
friend at Princeton who was a Communist, when you related his dif- 
ficulties, you were not telling the truth, then? 

Mr. Harris. I was not telling the truth in that respect in that book; 
no, I was not. 

The Cuarrman. Then, is it your testimony today that you did not 
intimately know a Communist professor at Princeton at that time? 

Mr. Harris. That is my testimony today, as it was Monday, and 
will be hereafter at any time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now let me read you from another page of your 
book, page 140. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, could we perhaps save a little time of 
the committee and everything else if I summarized some of the things 
that that book says that are not good ? 

For instance, there is criticism of the American Legion in there. 
There is an implication that post commanders are not always the 
finest men in the United States. 

The CuHarrMan. Do you recall the passage? 

Mr. Harris. I can’t recall it at this minute, exactly. 

The Cuarrman. Could I recall the passage to you? 

Mr. Harris. I am bitterly unhappy about having made that state- 
ment, because I now know many men who hold posts in the American 
Legion who are among the finest men in this country. I have two 
close friends right now who are commanders of American Legion 
posts. It was a mistake to characterize the whole American Legion 
by the few little clippings that had been given to me at that time or 
that I had picked up from researchers at that time. That was a mis- 
take. It is part of the thing that I regret. It goes back 21 years, 


I repeat; 21 years ago. i 
I say that a man’s mind can change a great deal in 21 years. I say 
that I have now been in the Government for a long time; that I have 
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been investigated by six investigative agencies; that I have been 
cleared right and left. 

The CHatrman. That is not true, sir. I have asked for your 
file, and in view of the fact that you said your file cleared you, I asked 
whether there was anything in the file which would indicate a clear- 
ance, and the answer has been “No.” Mr. McLeod has taken over as 
security officer, and we hope that he will give us your file. So when 
you say you were cleared—— 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I resent very much that statement. 

The CuatrMan. Whether you resent it or not, I am relating the 
facts. I must relate the facts as they are. I talked to the Depart- 
ment this morning, and I asked whether there was anything in your 
file which would indicate that you were cleared, and the information 
was, “No, there was not,” and I have asked for your file. You, the 
other day, after a bit of questioning, rather reluctantly consented—— 

Mr. Harris. Not reluctantly at all, sir. That is absolutely false. 
There was not a bit of reluctance in it. I even offered to let you look 
at that file. 

The CuatrMan. Let me get down to the question again. 

Mr. Harris. All right; but I think, when you are casting innuen- 
does and aspersions here without any support, it is not fair. I think 
you should let me tell what I have to say. I say that I was cleared 
by the Department of State—— 

The Cuatrman. Will counsel get the executive session testimony 
when we asked this witness whether his file should be reviewed? I 
think, in fairness to the witness, it should be read into the record. 
All the Senators were not there. 

As soon as we find that, we will read it into the record. 

I want to read another passage from your book, page 149. There 
you say that another member of the fac ulty— 
is like my Princeton friend, in that he, too, has had definite warnings by his 
departmental head. His two strongest convictions are that America should 
now be under Fascist control and that marriages should be cast out of our 
civilization as antiquated and stupid religious phenomena. One day, in an 
informal talk with three sophomores, he stated and enlarged upon his two pet 
theories. Within a month he was notified that he must cease expression of 
his views or cease lecturing entirely. 

Now, is it correct that at that time you felt a professor should be 
entitled to lecture sophomores to the effect that “m: ca ages should be 
cast out of our civilization as antiquated and stupid religious phenom- 
ena.” Was that your thought at that time? 

Mr. Harris. It was my thought that anyone should be allowed to 
teach in a university who had not committed an actual crime and 
been convicted of the same. That is not my view now, as I have 
said several times. I think that teaching of a thing of that sort would 
be very unfortunate. 

I might add that I have been happily married since 1931 to the same 
wife; that I do believe in the institution of marriage; that I have three 
fine children at home; that I think my conduct will stand examination 
by any impartial group; that if this particular proceeding were held in 
a court of law, where it were possible to question the questions, as it 
were, where the legal counsel could be on both sides of the table and 
not merely on the prosecution side, I could satisfy anybody in these 
United States that I am a loyal American citizen. 
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I resent the tone of this Inquiry very much, Mr. Chairman. I resent 
it not only because it is my neck, my public neck, that you are, I think, 
very skillfully trying to wring, but I say it because there are thou 
s ands of able and loys il employees in the Federal Government of the 
United States who have been properly cleared according to the laws 
and the security practices of their agencies, as I was—unless the new 


regime says “No” [ was before. I am sure that any previous official 
would say so. Iam sure that I have had two full field FBI investiga 
tions. Can Mr. Cohn say that’ Has he had two full field investiga 
tions, been examined all the way back to his birth? I have. And 


I have by Military Intelligence, by Naval Intelligence, by the Office for 
Kmergency Management, and by the Civ il Service Commission. 

The CHarmMan. Let us get down to the N vaval Intelligence investi 
tion, since you brought it up. Is it correct that in 1942 Naval es 
livence investigated you when you applied for a commission, and ay at 
you were turned down after that investigation? That is correct: is 
it not ? 

Mr. Harris. I am saying that they investigated me thoroughly. I 
am saying that they did turn me down, they said, for physical reasons. 
If they turne 1d me down for secur ity. | don’t know that. 

The Curamman. Did they tell you they turned you down for physi 
cal reasons / 

Mr. Harrts. They did. Ihavea letter to that effect. 

he CHarrMan. And would Security turn you down for physical 
reasons ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Of course, Security would not turn me down for physi 
cal reasons, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know now that you were turned down as a 
result of the security investigation / 

Mr. Harris. You were certainly implying that, s 

The Cuarrman. Do you know that 1s the truth ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I do not. 

The Cuatrrman. May I ask that the counsel at this time check with 
the man on my staff who was in the Navy at that time, conducted the 
investigation, and we will have him testify as to the reasons for the 
turndown, so that there can be no doubt in your mind, As I say, seeing 
you brought that up, we will make that ¢ ‘lear. 

Senator McCiettan. Mr. Chairman, is there a record that is avail 
able? I think that would be the best evidence. 

The CuarrmMan. May I say, Senator McClellan ; L have asked the 
State Departine nt for the entire file on this individual. A new man 
has taken over as security officer, an outstanding man, Mr. McLeod, 
I assume that he will vive us that file. We do not have it at this time, 

Senator McCieLttan. My only point is that if there is a record, an 
official record, that is the best evidence, and I would rather have that, 
personally, than to have someone’s comment about it. If it is avail 
able and it can be made available to us, I think that is the best evidence. 

The Cuairman. If the file is not available, we will call the man who 
nade the investigation. We can let him testify. 1 did not intend to 
bring this lp, exce pt that the witness said he was cleared by Naval 
Intelligence. 

Mr. Harris. I have not said I was cleared by Naval Intelligence. 

said I was investigated very thoroughly. I certainly was cleared 
by the Civil Service Commission back as far as 1940, They read 
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every page of the book you are now quoting from. They read every 
page of the Columbia Spectator at the time I was there. They 
studied everything I had done up to 1940. They did it very thor- 
oughly, and they had a file this thick [indicating] when they inter- 
viewed me, and they were satisfied as to my loyalty, and so I was 
cleared. 

The CuHatrman. Mr. Harris. we do not care who read what. This 
committee has found fantastic conditions in the Voice of America. 
Two of the Senators have publicly expressed themselves that the 
conditions found there could not have been the result of stupidity but 
must have been the result of design. 

Mr. Harris. I am sure that is not true. 

The CHarrMan. You say we are after your neck. Before you came 
before this committee, I had never seen you before. I have the duty, 
as chairman of this committee, to try to bring before the committee all 
of this material 


Mr. Harris. All of it, sir? 

The CHatrMan. Just a minute. We will give you all the time in 
the world to talk. You will not be cut off. But, while I am speaking, 
I will have to insist that you remain quiet. Is that all right? 

You wrote a book in 1932. I assume that expressed your feelings 
as of that date. You were editor of the Spectator. That is the 
Columbia newspaper. I assume what you wrote then expressed your 
feelings as of that time. 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. Now, if you still feel the way you felt then, you 
would be the most incompetent man conceiv: able for this job, and I 
am sure you would agree. If you have reformed, we are going to 
give you ac hance to tell where alon ey the line you c h: inged your mind. 
You will have full opportunity to ‘do that, even if we stay here all 
week, 

lam going to ask you again. At the time you wrote 


this book, did 
you feel that professors should be given the rieht to te 


ach sophomores 
that “marriages should be cast out of our civilization as antiquated 
and stupid religious phenomena”? Was that your feeling at that 
time? 

Mr. Harris. My feeling was that professors should have the right 
to express their considered opinions on any subject, whatever they 
were, sir. 

The Crairman. Well, let me ask you this ae again. 

Mr. Harris. That includes that quotation; any considered opinion 
they had, they would have a right to express to their ‘students. That 
was my view then. 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Harris. I do not think he is asking you 
whether you have got the right. I think he is 
agreed with what that professor said. 

Mr. Harris. Well, I certainly do not. I never have, Senator, I 
never have. 

The CHamman. That was not my question. My question was 
whether he felt then that it was an infringement upon academic free- 
dom—that is what he is talking about through this book—to deny a 
professor the right to teach sophomores that “marriages should be 


asking you W hether you 
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cast out of our civilization as antiquated and stupid religious 
phenomena.” 

| understand your answer to be that at that time you felt professors 
should have that right. Is that right‘ 

Mr. Harris. They should have the right to teach anything that 
came to their minds as proper to teach. 

The CHatrmMan. I am going to make you answer this—— 

Mr. Harris. My answer is “Yes,” but you put an implication on it, 
and you feature this particular point in the book, which is quite out of 
context and does not give the proper impression of the book as a whole. 
The American public does not gain an honest impression of that book, 
bad as it is, from what you are quoting from it. 

The CHatrman. We will mark the book as an exhibit in its en- 
tirety. I intend to read other passages from it. I thought you would 
have a copy of this book along with you, to make sure we were not 
taking it out of context. 

(The book referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 32.° and will be 
found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator McCietian. Mr. Harris, as I understand you, at the time 
vou wrote the book and expressed these views, they were truly your 
views at the time. You actually believed that a professor had a right 
to teach what you quoted here in the book. 

Mr. Harris. He had a right to teach anything, sir. Yes. That was 
what I had been taught. 

Senator McCLetian. Not only what you quoted in the book, but 
he had a right to teach any theory of life or philosophy of life or 
government or anything else - ange he believed in 

Mr. Harris. That is correct, 

Senator McCurtian. That was the position you took then / 

Mr. Harris. That is right, Senator. 

Senator McCietian. Do you still hold that view / 

Mr. Harris. I do not, sir. 

Senator McCieLtitan. When did you change? 

Mr. Harris. That was a molding process, as I learned more about 
life. I think it was clearly 

Senator McCietian. All right. Can you give us any indication of 
at what time, at what period in your life, your views began to change 
on these subjects ? 

Mr. Harris. Recounting mental processes and trying to to probe 
those back in your mind isa very difficult thing to do. 

Senator McCietian. Well, you have some general idea. You say 
you have changed. Now, it is 21 years later. What I am tr ying to de 
termine: Was that ch: inge just recently, or immediately aftarw ard ? 

Mr. Harris. It would certainly go back as far as 1935 or 1934. 
Something like that. 

Senator McCretian. All right. 1934 or 1935. Within 2 or 3 years 
after you wrote the book, your views changed on these subjects. Is 
that correct / 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. 

Senator McCiettan. And you entertain diametrically opposite 
views now ¢ 

Mr. Harris. On the matter of Communists on college faculties, ] 
certainly have diametrically opposed views now. Yes, I do. 
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Senator McCLeLtan. Just one other question. Do you think this 
book that you wrote then did considerable harm, that is publication 
might have had adverse influence on the public, by expression of the 
views contained in it / 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, if vou saw a flicker of a smile even in 
this serious proceeding when you asked that question, I will tell you 
why. 

Senator McCLeLian. I am not trying to get a smile. 

Mr. Harris. No. Forgive me. 

Senator McC.ieLtan. | am trying to be helpful. If you want to 
present your case, | want to hear it 

Mr. Harris. You are quite right, Senator. 

Senator McCietLtaAn. But I want to weigh it in the light of all of 
the testimony and all of the facts. 

Mr. Harris. I appreciate your question. The only reason I men 
tioned the smile 3 Is simp hy that the sale of that book was so abysmally 
small, it was so unsuccessful, that the question of its influence—really, 
you can go back to the publisher. You can see it was one of the most 
unsuccessful books he ever put out. He is still sorry about it, just as 
I am. 

Senator McCietitan. Well, I think that is a compliment to Amer 
ican intelligence. 

I want to ask you one other question. Have you since considered 
writing another ‘book that might be a good seller to repudiate the 
ideology and the views that you expressed in the book that we are 
discussing / 

Mr. Harris. I would be glad to write such a book if I had the op 
portunity, sir. Ihave been in the Federal service almost continuously) 
since 1934, and there has been no opportunity a much book writing 
in my jobs. 

Senator McCLeu AN. | think there have been a creat many books 
written by people in the Federal service. 

Mr. Harris. Yes, sir; I know. 

Senator MCCLELLAN. I think you have overlooked an opportunity, 
possibly, to correct those mistakes, 

Mr. Harris. If you can produce the publisher, si 
the book, beginning tomorrow. 

Senator McCLe.tian. I do not know whether anyone can produce a 
publisher or not for this kind of a book again. 

Mr. Harris. No, not this kind of a book. That was written in 
3 weeks. 

The CHarrmMan. Lam sorry. I would not take the responsibility of 
trying to get you a publisher. 

Mr. Harris, let me read to you another passage from the book. I 
want to ask you if this was your honest feeling at that time, and if so, 
when you ¢ hs anged. 

You were again talking about academic freedom in connection, of 
course, as you say, with your Communist friend at Princeton and 
your Communist friend at Columbia. You say this: 


. | will write 


The colleges supported wholly by Protestant sects lead the way in creating 
the worst atmosphere of university fear in America. State colleges follow 
close behind. The Catholic institutions must be placed next Last, but still 
intolerant, are the privately endowed colleges unattached to any religious 
organization, 








») 
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The religious institutions can hardly be censured. Their intolerance is 
obvious in their very nature. 

Is that the way you honestly felt at that time? 

Mr. Harris. Mr, Chairman, that was a summary of statistics, In 
effect, simply, that showed at that time that these particular categories 
of universities seemed to discharge instructors or students for their 
beliefs, in that descending order of importance. That has nothing 
to do with my beliefs today. 

tuation then. 

The CHatrMan. You said that they were inclined to discharge 
students because of their beliefs. Do you know of any Protestant 
or Catholic college or university which discharged anyone because 
of his beliefs, except for Communist activities? 

Mr. Harrrs. Oh. certainly. 

The CHarmman. When you talk about beliefs, you are speaking 
about the type of Communist activities for which Henderson was 
discharged, are you not? 

Mr. Harris. I am not talking about Communist activity at all. 
I am talking about expressions of strong beliefs in all sorts of direc- 
tions, beliefs that were not popular with the particular faculty or 
administration. 


It was simply a summary of an existing 


The CHamman. Do you know of a single student who was expelled 
for his beliefs during that period of time ? 

Mr. Harris. As I said, J haven’t had time to do a lot of research, 
but I could produce a lot of cases, sir. I remember the editor of the 
Daily Tarheel of the University of North Carolina was disciplined 
in that. For something that had nothing to do with communism or 
any other kind of “ism.” And there have been others. As a matter 
of fact, I was not disciplined for communism. I hope that that is 

ear. 

The CHarrmMan. Let us see what you were disciplined for. 

Let me read one of the editorals, which vou w rote, as editor of 
the Spectator — ' 

Mr. Harris. Wouldn’t it be more—— 

‘| he CHAIRMAN. One that apparently served as a basis for your 
expulsion. Let me read it to you. 

The Stars and Stripes represent those things which every American holds 
dear, those things which his blood has been spilled to consecrate, namely, the 
American Legion, the Ku Klux Klan, Gastonia, Harlan County, and the Daughters 
and the Sons of the American Revolution. * * * 

Mr. H ARRIS, Twenty one years ago that editorial was W ritten by a 
member of my editorial board, and not by me. 

The CHamman. Who wrote it? 

Mr. Harris. I think, Mr. Chairman, if it is permissible, I would 
prefer not to bring additional names into this hearing. 

The CHarrMan. It 1s not permissible. You must answer every 
question. You must answer, or refuse to answer on the grounds that 
it would incriminate vou. 

Mr. Harris. I believe a Mr. D. D. Ross wrote it. 

Che CnarmmMan, Mr. D. D. Ross. And where is Mr. Ross today? 

Mr. Harris. I think he isa reporter at the present time. 

The CHairman. Do you know whether he is connected with the 
Government in any manner? 
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Mr. Harris. No, he is not connected with the Government in any 
manner, unless he has joined in a recent week. 

The CHairrman. Now, you brought up the matter of the Legion in 
this editorial, and also in the book, and you ral ed the question your 
self. I quote from page 122. ‘This is not a direct quote, I may say, 
from you. You are quoting another student. 

I remember (him) as a sadistic butcher 

Is that a direct quote? Counsel tells me this is a direct quote from 
you. I thor oht you were quoting al ther student at the time. Let 
heck it 


us I I i . 
Mr. Harris. That is a fictional section of the book, I might point 
out, 2 sort of passage Tre na short Story ect ! 
The CHatrMan. I think you were quoting someone else at thi 
time. I know that the entire paragraph is within quotes. But, 


’ ; 
at anv event, let me quote it to vo 

I remember (him) as a sadistic butcher who is now probably the commander 
of some American Legion post 


D l you hone tly fee] that way at that time? 

Mr. Harris. That was not my view, but it was reflected in certain 
press articles, unfair press articles, which were being run at that 
time, about the American Legion and its part in stopping various 
ire | CO be if oitimate empl yea people 


demonstrations of what appe: 
and things of that sort. Nowadays we would know that most of 
those demonstrations were led by the Communist Party, but people 
did not recognize that then. a hey cid not see the pattern. 

The Cuiarrman. May I say that some people did, apparently. Your 
testimony is that you did not recognize those demonstrations that 
you now say were Communist-led demonstrations as such, but the 
Legion dic 

Now, I would like to know when you arrived at a point where you 


me 
] 
l. 


could recogniz Communists, where you co ld recognize Con u { 
groups. Being the top man ll the Voice as of today, it 1S rather 
important that you be able to re ognize Communists and Communist 
organizations, 

Mr. Harris. I began to be able to recognize their thoroughly dirty 
methods, their idea that the ends—the means, whatever they ar 


however dirty, however criminal—that the end justifies these means 
| began to discover that just about the time that I was pushed out 
of Columbia, because I began to see these people who apparently 
were in some manner affiliated with Communist groups, completely 
distorting the truth in all sorts of situations, lying about things that 
I knew about personally. And when I see people consistently lying 
in a political situation, I am highly suspicious of them. That is when 
the education started. That experience at Columbia was one of the 
oreatest educational experiences one could have. I think I learned 
more in about 3 weeks of that thing than I learned in the other 314 
years at Columbia about the political realities. 

The CnatrmMan. You wrote the book after you had learned about 
those political realities, did you not ? 

Mr. Harris. I said after I had begun to learn. I can’t say that I 
knew it all then, but I learned-—— 
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The Cuamman. You said that 3 weeks at Columbia was the best 
education you had, that you learned a lot about political realities. 
It was after that that you wrote this book ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Quite right. But I hadn’t learned all the tricks of 
the Communist Party at that time. It would take a long time to 
learn those things. 

Phe Cuamman. By 1942 would you say that you could recognize a 


Communist ¢ 


oO 


Mi Harris | should think J could recog Ze inybody who is fol 
lowing a clear-cut Communist line. I don’t say that you can go down 
i street and look at a man and say he is a Communist, of course. I 


know that nobody can in this room or any other. 

Phe Cuatrman. I am referring to those men who are active in 
Communist work. We will take Don Henderson. By 1942, would 
vou say you recognized him as an active member of the Communist 
conspiracy ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I certainly recognized that he had been identified as 
uch. I had not observed him persol ally from the time that I left 
C‘olumbia in that protest meeting. 

Phe Cramman. You said you never saw him from the time you left 
Columbia up to the present date ? 

Mr. Harris. I certainly never remember seeing his face anywhere. 

Phe CHarrMan, Can you tell us why in 1942, if you had not seen 
him for some 10 or 11 years—we will strike that. 

Mr. Harris. The implications of a thing of that sort left hanging 
n the air are that I had something to do with Donald Henderson in 
1942. 

The CHatrMan. Well, now, if you want us to bring out Henderson’s 
testimony, we will. I do not think, in fairness to you, we should. 
Henderson testified before this committee, and if vou think it is fair 
to recite what he testified, | will, Do you think you should be present 
when he testifies ? 

Mr. Harris. Certainly I think I should be present when he testifies. 
If IT am given a clear-cut opportunity, under these conditions, to be 
vhere Donald Henderson is when he makes his testimony, I should 
prefer that. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. Good. 

Let us go back to this book for one minute. On page 253, you say: 

Mediocrity has been the apparent goal of education, although such a situation 
ought never to have prevailed. Change the system, and thereby bring about 
progress toward new intellectual heights. 

Then you give your formula, You tell how you think the system 
should he changed. 

I am curious to know, No. 1, whether you honestly felt that way 
then, and when you changed your mind. 

You say this, on page 249. You say: “It is my plan’”—in other 
words, this is a Harris plan. You say: 


Che existing private institutions would be converted into public organizations 
nd would be added to the present: system of public educational facilities, 
rhis could be done, although with some difficulty, by the usual methods in use 


in our Government today, by negotiations, or by condemnation proceedings. 


In other words, as I read this, you say: 
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Let us have no educational institutions run by any religious or 
ganizations, by any private individuals. And you say: 

If they will not consent to have them converted to public institutions, then we 
will start condemnation proceedings. 

That is the Harris plan of that tim* to improve education. You say 
if we change the system we can bring about “progress toward new 
intellectual heights.” 

Did you honestly feel that way at that time, and if so, have you 
changed your mind? And if so, if you changed, when did you 
change ? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I was rather bitter at a large private 
institution of learning at that time. I think that any statements I 
made in that book, written in great haste, after that event, were 
affected considerably by my emotional feeling about private educa- 
tional institutions. And I did believe at that time that it would be 
a good idea for all colleges to be open to the general public, just as 
our public schools are, so that the broadest possible education could 
come to the broadest possible number of people ; that I think that 
would lead to progress in education. I would doubt it very much, 
having studied the siewhtive more in recent years. 

The Cuarrman. My question is: At that time, did you think—— 

Mr. Harris. I said “Yes, sir,” in other words perhaps. 

The CramrMaNn. This was submitted as the Harris plan, so I as- 
sume you gave it considerable thought. 

Mr. Harris. I wrote that book in 3 weeks, sit 

The CuarrMan. The question is, At that time, did you feel that 
the Government should condemn and forcibly take over all colleges 
and schools that were not public schools and colle TES / 

Mr. Harris. No; only I thought that there should be a law passed 
that they should become a part of the public education: a system, and 


that if the thing was not done quickly and simply by normal negotia- 
tion it would require condemnation. Twenty-one years ago, in a 


book written in 3 weeks, in an emotional state, after having been 
pushed around by a very large educational institution, I said those 
things. I don’t believe them now. I regret having said them. And 
I find it hard to see that they have a great bearing on my proven 
conduct over the last several years when I have been a Federal 
employee. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Harris, we intend to get into your proven con- 
duct over the past several years, also, you understand. Now, you 
have been in a position where you could have done a tremendous 
job with the Voice of America. You had unlimited funds. You 
were the Acting Director when Mr. Compton was away. We will 
want to go into in some detail what you have done and what you 
have failed to ao. But the only way we can get a co mplete picture, 
we are trying to find the key to this fantastic picture in the Voice. 
You may not be the key. We do not know. But we must examine 
your background. And certainly you start out with an unusual 
record. 

Now, when do you say that you became anti-Communist? Or do 
vou say you alw: ays were anti-Communist / 

Mr. Harris. I have always been opposed to the Communist Party, 
to the Soviet-controlled mechanisms, the way they have worked. 








350 STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 


The Cuarrman. Have you always been anti-Communist? Let us 
forget about this Soviet mechanism. 
Mr. Harris. Not as long as that word is defined as it was in those 


days. I have not rechecked the dictionary recently, but that referred 
te collectivist philosophy, even as applied in convents and monasteries, 
and so on. I was not opposed to communism at that time, the broad 
theory; ho. 

Lhe CHatrMAN. We are not talking about ommunism in monas- 
teries and convents. 


Mr. Harris. | know that, Mr. Chairman, but I have to Keep the 


thing In context. 


, i = r ’ 1 ] 
Phe Crainman. We want to know what vou understand communism 


Mr. Harris. Right today, you mean ? 

Phe CuarrMan. Have you always been opposed t omimunisin ? 
Mr. HARRIS. The word a it is said today, I certall ly have been 
opposed to; ye 


Lhe CHaAIRM LN. Have you alwavs been opposed i Marxism ? If 
not, when did you become opposed ¢ 
Mr. Harris. I was not, in that college year. No; I wasn’t, and 


pre bably not fora year after. 

Phe Cuamman. You were not opposed to Marxism in those days. 

Mr. Harris. Not to the broad princip les of Marxism; no. 

‘The Cuairnman. And do you say the broad principles of Marxism 
are different from the broad principles of communism 4 

Mr. Harris. I am saying that Marxism was a very broad theoretical 
concept; that the practicalities of the communism of today are the 
international Soviet Communist line. 

The Carman. I am trying to get your thought. You say you are 
opposed to communism as it is known today. As I understand Karl 
Marx and Lenin were the fathers of communism. Toa great extent, 
their books are the bible of the present day Communists. Now, you 
indic ate that you were at some time in favor of the teachings of Karl 
Marx, whom many of us consider the No. 1 Communist. But you 
say you were against communism as known today. Do you still 
believe in the teachings of Kar] Marx? 

Mr. Harris. I never did believe in all the teachings of Kar] Marx. 
You asked me if I were opposed to all the teachings of Karl Marx at 
the t wig I was in college, and I said I was not. 

The Cuarrman. I asked you if you were opposed to communism. 

Mr. me I have been opposed to the Communist Party and 
what it does, from the very first minute. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, have you changed your thoughts about the 
teachings of Karl Marx since you were writing at Columbia? 

Mr. Harris. I certainly have. 

The Cuatrman. And which of his teachings did you believe in then 
that you do not believe in now? 

Mr. Harris. I believe in none of his teachings now. 

The Cuamman. I see. All right. Which of his teachings did you 
believe in then? 

Mr. Harris. I believed that a civilization that gives each person 
what he needs, and takes from him according to his ability would be a 
very fine Christian society. I did not recognize what the practicalities 
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of such a situation were. That has nothing to do with the Soviet 
communism of today. ‘Lhere is no more relation to it than the man in 
the moon. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Harris, I hold in my hand a document entitled 
“Alumni Home-Coming Dinner,” dated Sunday, March 21—what year 
is this, Mr. Counsel ¢ 

Mr. Coun. 1937. 

The CuairMan, 1937. That is 5 years after you wrote this book. 
The alumni referred to are apparently the alumni of the American 
Student Union. You are aware of the fact that the American Student 
Union has been named by the House Committee as a tool of the Com- 
munist Party; in other 1 ls, a front for dd work of the 
Communist Party; that the function of this American Student Union 
was to take over and subvert the minds of the youth in college. You 
are aware of that, are you not? 

Mr. Harris. In recent years, I understand that it has been so identi- 
fied. I doubt very much whether it was so identified at that time. 

The CuHairman. Are you aware of the fact that this is one of the 
organizations that has been identified as having been Communist con- 
trolled from the beginning? 

Mr. Harris. I do not know that. 

The CHarrMAN. You do not know that? 

Mr. Harris. I do not. 

The CHAirM AN. Well, now, in view of the fact that you were listed 
as a Sponsor, in view of the fact that you were questioned about that, do 
you not think it might be well for you to check into the background of 
that organization now, if you did not know then ? 

Mr. Harris. J certainly think I should check into the backgroul d. 
And I will report what was said in the executive session, that I do not 
recollect having any part in a dinner or anything else for the American 
Student Union. 

I will return to the fact that I stated earlier, that a man does a great 
many things overa period of years, and does not remember everything. 
I think that the members of the TV audience, if they were requested 
right now to tell what they did 15 years ago—Perhaps somebody 
came around and said, “Would you give us $3 or $5 to have a little 
dinner of some students who want to get together and help the 
cause of youth?” You might easily have given that money, and 
thereafter your name may have been listed somewhere. 

1 am not aware of having participated in any way in this thing, 
but you have held up a document which presumably is authentic. I 
deny ever having supported In any majol sense the American Student 
Union. 

Senator Munpr. Did you attend that alumni dinner? 

Mr. Harris. I don’t think it would have been possible that I could 
have attended a dinner and not remember it, Senator. I don’t think 
my memory is that poor. But I might have given some money or 
something of that sort for it and not remembered it. 

Senator Munpt. You did not answer the question. Did you attend 
that alumni dinner ? 

Mr. Harris. I say to the best of my recollection, I didn’t. 

Senator Munpr. To the best of your recollection, your testimony is, 
you did not attend? 


} } 
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Mr. Harris. That is correct, Senator, absolutely. I would be very 
glad to have that checked back as far as you wish. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know why they used your name not merely 
as a member but as a sponsor ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, if they came around and collected some 
money, whether it was $3 or $5 or something of that sort, those people 
made a great specialty of coming around and giving you a sort of 
a garbled version of what they were vong to do, and then they col 
lected money and called you a sponsor. 

The Crarrman. Were you ever on the editorial staff of any pub lica 
tion known as a Communist-controlled pub lication 7 

Mr. Harris. I was never on the editorial staff, I] was never on the 
regular editorial staff, of any publication of that kind. 1 know what 
you are talking about. Tam perfectly willing to testify at full length. 
A single issue of a magazine called Direction was in effect brought out, 
at the suggestion of the Director of the Federal Writers Project of 
WPA to publish the creative writings of a number of people on the 
WPA Writers Project: a single issue, in no way connected with their 
regular series, and not edited by their regular board. 

The director of the project, who made these arrangements, as a 
courtesy to a number of his associates in the oflice of the Federal 
Writers Project, an official project of the Government of the United 
States in Washington, did list a group of the top executives of the 
Federal Writers Project, the American Guide Project, in the front 
of that single issue of that magazine. And I was so listed. It was 
an honorary editorial board, not an actual editorial board, and it 
had no connection with the regular management of this magazine. 
And Tam sure that can be established 15 ways. 

The CnatrMan. Is there no question in your mind but what that 
was a Communist-controlled magazine ? 

Mr. Harris. I had no knowledge of that. 

The CHarrMan. Do you know that now ? 

Mr. Harris. No: I don’t know it now. I heard it so identified at 
the executive session on last Monday. 

The CHatrMan. Well, did you know the editor right well 4 

Mr. Harris. I don’t think I have ever known the editor. Who is 
listed as editor ? 

The Cratrman. Do you know the man who put vou on the editorial 
board or listed vou on the editorial board ? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Henry Alsberg, the director of the project, listed 
me as a member of the honor: ary editorial board for this single special 
issue. He was not the editor of that publication. 

The CuarrMan. Was Alsberg a good friend of yours? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Alsberg was a very kind and good 

The CHarrMan. Was he a good friend of yours ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I would consider-him not a very good friend, but. he 
was a friendly person. He was very kind to all of his associates. We 
worked together in the same office. I was not a good friend in the 
social sense. 

The Cuarrman. Did you consider him a Communist ? 

Mr. Harris. No; I certainly did not consider him a Communist. 

The Cuarrman. Did you consider him the type of communist with 
a small “ec” that you said you thought Henderson was at the time you 
first met him ? 
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Mr. Harris. I did not consider him a Communist in any sense of 
the term. 

The Crarrman. Mr. Counsel, is it correct that Alsberg resigned 
while under a loyalty investigation / 

Mr. Conn. Yes: while he was at OWL, I believe. 

The (CHAIRMAN. No. how about Jerre Mangione / He was also 
listed on the editorial board with vou ¢ 

Mr. HARRIS. He was one of the editors. too, This is a semiofficial 
duty. We were listed on that board together. He was an employee 
of the American Guide Series like myself. 

The CuatrMan. Did you know he was a Communist at the time? 

Mr. Harris. I had no such information. 

The (CHAIRMAN, Have you learned since then that he belonged to the 
John Reed club / 

Mr. Harris. I had not known it until the executive session last Mon 
day, when you so stated, or I believe the counsel so stated; I don't 
remember which one. 

The CuarrMan. I believe you testified that you did not belong to 
the John Reed club yourself. 

Mr. Harris. I certainly did. 

The CuairmMan. You mean you certainly did testify ? 

Mr. Harris. I testified that I was never a member of that club. I 
don’t know where the club is or what it was. 

The CHatrrmMan. Do you not know now that it is a Communist 
Party club? 

Mr. Harris. | have heard a John Reed club identified. | don't 
know where or W hat. There may be several of them. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Counsel, I think you wanted to read to the 
witness some of his editorials from the Spectator. If you have any 
questions along that line, you may proceed. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, may [| interrupt only this much 

The CHamman. You may interrupt at any time you care to and 
make any statement you care to, sir. 

Mr. Harris. I think that is a very generous offer. 

During the time you started this particular set of question, you 
made a statement that youewere trying to get at the bottom of the 
troubles in the Voice of America, which I consider have been exceed- 
ingly exaggerated by witnesses here. But during that Statement, you 
said that we, the command of this International Information Admin 
istration, had had unlimited funds at our disposal. 

I should like to point out that we have had the most serious cuts 
in the amounts that we have requested to carry on the work; that we 
have had to make adjustments constantly to stay within what to us 
has seemed to be a very small budget for a large cold-war effort. 

And may I add, too, sir, that much of this testimony which seems 
to indicate a mismanagement or inefficiency in the operation of the 
Voice can be refuted if the expert witnesses we have requested to be 
called are brought before this group. And may I give you one specific 
and very important example ¢ 

The CHairmMANn. May I interrupt you there? Any witness that you 
feel should be called—within limits, of course; we cannot call hun- 
dreds of witnesses—any of the important witnesses that you think 
should be called, in order to give us a complete, accurate picture of 
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the workings of the Voice, will be called. I am going to ask you to do 
this, however. Some witnesses have been wiring the staffs of other 
Senators. I am not clairvoyant. Unless I receive word from you or 
from someone else that you want certain witnesses called, I cannot 
look into your mind, you see, and determine which should be called. 

Mr. Harris. Certainly, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. You can make a list. You can change that list 
from time to time. We want to get to the bottom of this. I personally 


think that the situation is fantastic beyond words. I cannot conceive 
of the things that have been going on in the Voice and going on in 
American institutions. I would be very happy if the testimony taken 
so far is proved to be wrong, and this has been well run. So we will 
call any witnesses you want to submit. 

Mr. Harris. May I state that the list of witnesses I am talking 


about Was Sl bmitted to this committee by Dr. ( ‘ompton approximately 
. Weeks ago, 

The CHatrMan. We have called about five or six of those witnesses 
up tothis time. The others will be called in due course. 

How many of the witnesses submitted by Compton have been called ¢ 
Do you know, Counsel ? 

Mr. Coun. Dr. Compton, General Stoner, Bradley Connors, Mr. 
Carrigan—I would say four or five, Mr. Chairman. We have com- 
municated with some others, who have stated they do not desire 
to be heard. 

The CruatrMan, In other words, some of those suggested by Comp- 
ton say they do not want to be heard ? 

Mr. Coun. That is correct. 

The CHarrman. I do not think the test is whether they want to be 
heard or not. If Compton wants to have some reluctant witnesses 

led, if he thinks they have important testimony, I think they should 
be called, if we find they have some 11 formation, 

Mr. Conn. Well, I have reference to those who felt they had no 
information whatever to contribute that would be at variance with 
information already furnished. Then, in the case of the bulk of the 
witnesses, they were members of this advisory board which was cited 
as having approved the directive authmrizing the use of Howard 
Fast’s works, in the International Information Program, and you 
sent telegrams to each one of them, Mr. Chairman, and received 
telegrams and letters in reply expressing the position of each one of 
those, which are being assembled, for the purpose of having them 
entered in the record. 

The CHarrman. In other words, we have either contacted by tele- 
phone or by wire everyone suggested by Dr. Compton ? 

Mr. Conn. I would say seven-eighths of the people, anyway, up to 
this time. 

The CrHatrMan. Very good. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, will you forgive me? I had not com- 
pleted this small statement I wish to make. 

There is one very important fact, I think, should get on the record 
before the television audience and everyone else. ‘That is, early dur- 
ing these hearings, headlines came out which seemed to be based on 
testimony here which said that we had wasted $31 million on a trans- 
mitter construction program. We went back, and we checked our 
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expenditure records, and we found that the absolute total spent on this 
transmitter construction program that was being described was $27 
million. 

The CuatrmMan. Let me interrupt you there, Doctor—I mean, Mr. 
Harris. I notice that Dr. ¢ ompton made substantially the sam e sti ite- 
ment in a national magazine a short time ago. In arriving at the 
figure of $31 million, as I recall, the witnesses took into account the 
amount that was to have been expended on Baker East and Bake 
West. You mavy recall that t] e testimony was that - V oice, instead 


of : voing to the Bureau of Standards, where they could have gotten 
expert information free, hired the Massachusetts Institute of Tech- 
nology to make a study as to where the Baker East and Baker West 
should be located. Those were the two ke >y transmitters. 

Our staff tells me that without exce ptio n ‘all the con ih tent engineers 
now apparently agree that it 1s a tremendous mistake to put Bake 
East where it is located, and B: ike vr West also, for the reaso n that they 
are located within the magnetic ola area, or the Auroral Absorption 


Belt. The testimony has been that while the cost for building Baker 
West would be about $11 million up in the Seattle area, if it were 
located out of that magnetic storm area and built farther south, it 
would be about a million and a half, meaning a saving of $9,500,000. 
The testimony has been that likewise, insofar as Bake r East is con 
cerned, if, instead of building it in a North Carolina swamp, it were 
built south, out of the magnetic storm area, there would be a saving 
there of about $9 million. That is $18 million Now, I know you 
can go over your books, and you will and { that S18 oe has not 
been spent, because the new Secretary of State took speedy, intelligent 
action when this was exposed, and called for a halt on ihe construc- 
tion of these two programs. 

I may say in that connection, in view of the fact that you are dis 
cussing the money situation, that we asked the Bureau of Standards 
for the same kind of report which you could have gotten from them 
2 years ago, which was never gotten from them. The sworn testimony 
is that you never asked for a report from the Bureau of Standards. 
Here is their report: 


To deliver a satisfactory signal at least )O percent of the days at a giver 
time of the day, a transmitter located at Seattle would require 50 times the 
power of a transmitter at San Francisco or San Diego. San Francisco and San 
Diego do not possess any appreciable advantage with respect to each other. 

In other words. ae u of Standards said that in addition to 
the original cost, the original saving of around $9 million or $91/ 


million on that Baker Wee St project, there would also be a tremendous 
saving in power, because it would take 50 times as much power. 

Now, I may say this is not the testimony of any member of this 
comunittee, hot the testit nony of any di SsoTunti led Feder: al employee. 
This is the top man of the Bureau of Standards who made this study ; 
and the Bureau of Standards is apparently recognized as the best 
qualified organization to make that study. 

Now you may proceed. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, the MIT group—— 

The CuHatrMan. May I interrupt? Iam not sure if I have told the 
committee that Mr. Jack Leahy has been designated by the State 
Department to sit in on all the hearings. He is with us today. I have 
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told him that if the Senators have no objection he will have the right 
to examine any witness at any time he cares to, and, if the Senators 
have no objection, I have accorded him the right to sit in on any 
executive sessions. I have asked the staff to keep Mr. Leahy fully 
informed as to the progress of any investigation or any proposed in- 
vestigation, so that the State Department, our new team in the State 
Department, for whom I have tremendous respect—I think they are 
doing an excellent job—will be fully informed at all times. 

We want to welcome you here, Mr. Leahy. 

Mr. Leany. Thank you. I might say I am here as an observer for 
the State Department. I do not want it understood that I am acting 
as counsel. 

The CuarrMan. We understand that you have no control over the 
committee. That should be clear. We do not get your consent before 
we do anything. We merely have you here so that you can know what 
is going on. And you are in no way placing your stamp of approval 
or disapproval upon what we do. You are merely here to keep the 
State Department, the new team in the State Department, fully in- 
formed as to what the committee is doing, what witnesses will be 
called, and you are not responsible for any mistakes that the chairman 
or any member of the committee may make. 

Mr. Leany. May I say, Mr. Chairman, that I appreciate the oppor- 
tunity and the friendly spirit of cooperation that has been shown, but 
I want it understood that I am not acting as counsel for any witness 
who appears here. 

The CnatrmMan. I understand that. 

You were in the middle of a statement, I believe. 

Mr. Harris. I wish to make the statement that the MIT group to 
which you refer had on it a prominent member of the Bureau of 
Standards: that he did draw, according to the best information we 
have, upon all of the facilities of the Bureau of Standards when he 
made his recommendations. 

I say also that we have expert witnesses who apparently don’t 
agree with your staff’s contention that all the best engineers say that 
those are bad locations. 

The CuarrMaNn, Will you give us the names of those witnesses, so 
that we may call them? 

Mr. Harris. We have given those to you, sir. One is Colonel An 
drews, who was in charge of the Alaska network for the Army, Army 
Signal Corps. 

The CHatrMan. Colonel Andrews? 

Mr. Harris. Colonel Andrews. 

Che CuatmrMan. You would like to have him called, would you? 

Mr. Harris. We would, and have requested it. Two weeks ago we 
requested it. 

The CHatrMAN. Give us the names of the others. 

Mr. Harris. Another man would be Mr. Carr of the engineering 
firm of Weldon & Carr. 

The CHarrMan. Is it your understanding that they will testify that 
it would be better to locate Baker East and Baker West within the 
magnetic storm area? Is that your understanding? I have not found 
a single engineer, and I have talked with many of them, who have even 
remotely suggested that. They all say it is a tremendous mistake, an 
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obvious mistake, to locate the two key transmitters right in this mag 
netic storm area. Now, is it your understanding that both Andrews 
and Carr will testify that they should be located there? If so, we 
want to get them down here immediately. 

Mr. Harris. I think that Mr. Weldon—that Mr. Carr and Colonel 
Andrews will certainly so testify with respect to o Baker East site. 
I do not know whether they would both so testify with regard to the 
Baker West site. Naturally, I can't predict the testimony of an 
expert. 

The CHarrmMan. For your benefit, then, maybe we can help you 
predict it. 

I beg your pardon. Did you mention Mr. We . lon? 

Mr. Harris. I intended to mention only Mr. Carr at that time. 

The CuatrMan. Do you want Mr. Weldon Socat Your office sug- 
vested we call Weldon. 

Mr. Harris. If we so suggested, I think he should come. He is a 
highly competent engineer. 

The CuatrrMan. Now, I have a memorandum from General Stoner 
to Dr. Compton referring to Baker West. In this memorandum, 
which either has been or will be made a part of the record today, he 
says that Weldon, who has been suggested by Compton as a witness, 
Mr. Weldon. the designer and builder of the megawatt transmitter, 
“has recommended moving to the southern site in order to obtain 
maximum efficiency.” 

May I ask whether you are aware of this memorandum’ Let me 
read some pertinent sections to you. Tassume,as Acting Director, this 
has been called to your attention 

If the decision is to move to California, we must be prepared to explain fully 
to Congress and to the press our reasons for doing so. Such exposure may result 
in congressional investigations and would not be conducive to our obtaining addi- 
tional construction funds in the near future. If we remain at Seattle, and 
install our megawatt at that point, we also must be prepared to be continuously 
under surveillance concerning our output efficiency 

Then he goes on to say :“T recommend that we st: Ly at Seattle.” 

At that time, a very small amount of money had been spent; since 
then, hundreds of thousands. My question is: Were you aware of that 
memorandum ? 

Mr. Harris. I was not aware of it until about 2 weeks ago, when it 
was brought up in connection W ith these hearings. That was a direct 
communication from General Stoner to Dr. Compton. He isa special 
consultant to the Administrator. 

The Cuatrman. Would you think this is a valid reason for refusing 
to change to a more desirable site? He says: “If we change, we will 
have to explain to the press. We will have to explain to Congress. 
We might be investigated by Congress. We might not get funds.” 
He says, “If we stay where we are we will have difficulty from now 
on, because of the output efficiency.” He says for these political 
reasons, in effect, “I think we should not move.” Do you think that 
indicates good business management, or not, and as Acting Director, 
do you approve of that ¢ 

Mr. Harris. That was only the recommendation of a consultant to 
the Administrator. 


The CHarrRMAN. The recommendation was followed. incidentally. 
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The recommend wiohn Was followed. That is correct. 
Well, would vou agree that that was an unjustified 


» (CHAIRMAN. 
ste of money ¢ 


that the location of Baker West in 
a waste of the taxpayers’ money, and I think that 
10 has operated stations from that part of the 
he Pacific. in spite of the auroral ab- 


: ; ; 
the experience is remarkably good. 


Mr. Harris. 
Washington wa 


we rid very effectively across 
Phe CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. Harris. I am not 


I am merely 
client clear-cut evidence that that 


n, with the Bureau of Standards 


I can’t agree or disagree with 
that I have as vet to see sufhi- 
te should be abandoned. Right 


the Defense Department has informally asked us whether we 


are going to abandon, so 


‘ould pick it up. There must be 


wouldn't be talking that way. 


some value in that site. 
The CHatrmMan. Do vou disagree 


t and Baker West ? 


with the suspension of Baker 


Mr. Harris. I think the suspension of Baker East was particular 
ly unfortunate and will cost the Government more money than if it 
Beeause I think that after sober re 


had been allowed to proceed, 


an examination of all the engineer 
ing reports, Baker East will probably be constructed where planned. 
There IS more difference of opin 


flection and careful judeme nt and 
I do not know about Baker West. 


The Cuarrman. Do you think the 
or unwise 7 

Mr. Harets. TI think it 
stances then existing, 


suspension of Baker West was 


thine to do under the cireum 


ame circumstances existed a vear 
Since then, vou have spent several hundreds of thousands of 

If it was wise to suspend it when this committee started 
a look-see, would it not have been wise at the time General 
Stoner said to Dr. Compton, “Tt may be the thine to do. except that 


The CratrMan. Well, now, the 


Congress may hear about it” 
Mr. Harris. 


I didn’t know that General Stoner made that sort of 


Statement, 
The CratrmMan. Well, let 
General Stoner. 
Mr. Harris. 


We do not want to nuisquote 


I think he said if we did move we would have to ex 
plain it to the Congress, meaning particularly the House Appro- 
priations Committee, which objects very much to these changes in 


lans, naturally enough. 


The CrairmMan. Well, now, you say it is wise to suspend it now. 
At that time you had all the information you have now. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman. I do not feel we had all the informa- 
We have obtained some. 
It was available by calling the Bureau of Stand- 


tion we have now. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


ards and asking for it, was it not? 

Mr. Harris. The MIT people had the same access. 

The Cuarmman. Who decided to pay MIT $600,000 for informa- 
tion which you could have gotten from the Bureau of Standards 
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Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, that is a completely false implication. 

The Cuarrman. Who decided, then, to make this contract, which 
cost about $600,000? Put it that way. This contract with MIT. 

Mr. Harris. I think that the decision was a joint one of Mr. James 
Webb, the Under Secretary of State, and Mr. Edward Barrett, the 
Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs at that time. 

The Cuairman. Did you have anything to do with it? 

Mr. Harris. I had practically nothing to do with it. I had no con- 
trol, no part, in the _— ess ay deve sloping or passing on that contract. 
And I might point out, sir, that that so-called Troy Project handled 
a great many items that a are not in any way related to the location of 
transmitters. It went into electronics. It went into various methods 
that must be kept off the record and are highly classified, for carry- 
ing on the whole psychological warfare program. They did a great 
deal of work and covered a great deal of ground. And the implica- 
tion that they only did what you say we could have had done for 
nothing by the Bureau of Standards is simply not correct, Mr Chair- 
man. 

The CHatrman. Well, now, as the Acting Director of the Inter- 
national Information Program, do you know how much was paid to 
MIT? 

Mr. Harris. I would have to look that up. I do not know. 

The CuarrMan. For this study? Do you have any idea? 

Mr. Harris. I don’t at this moment know what payments were 
made. 

The Cuamman. Well, in view of the fact that it runs into hundreds 
of thousands, do you not think you normally should know that? If 
you are the head of a plant run by private industry 

Mr. Harris. I was not head of the plant at that time, Mr. Chairman, 
when those expenditures were made. And, furthermore, there are a 
great many payments made under contracts that one cannot become 
familiar with, as to each one made. It is just not a possibility for any 
manager. 

The CHarrMan. Well, in any event, is it correct to state that the 
Bureau of Standards was qualified to do this work, that the Bureau 
of Standards would not have charged you for doing the work? 

Mr. Harris. I suppose, if they had been willing to do it, they woud 
not have charged. But I do not know that they were willing to do it. 
There may have been a request made, and they may not have been 
willing to. I don’t know that. 

The CuatrmMan. The chief engineer has testified under oath that 
they never had been requested to do it; that if they had been requested 
they would have been willing and able to do the work. 

Mr. Harris. They were certainly requested through the Troy-Proj- 
ect people. One Bureau of Standards man was on that project staff 
and certainly drew on everything that the Bureau of Standards could 
give him. 

The CuatrMan. It is 12 o’clock. I think we should take a recess. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a part of the 
record two of the conclusions that General Stoner stated in his recom- 
mendations to Dr. Compton. The wits conclusion, No. 1, was that a 
more southerly location would greatly improve the propagation of 
the transmitters, as it removed the saith of the electromagnetic waves 
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from the absorption action of the north auroral zone. The second 
conclusion was that “by remaining at the present site, we are taking 
more than a calculated risk.” 

Do you not think, with two conclusions like that before you or be- 
fore your group, it would have been wise to suspend operations until 
you could get more engineering data? 

Mr. Harris. I do think so; yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. It was not your decision to have this done? 

Mr. Harris. It was not my decision. 

Senator Munpr. It was Dr. Compton’s decision, was it? 

Mr. Harris. It was Dr. Compton’s decision. 

Senator Munpr. May I ask just one more question in that connec- 
tion? I would like to get the true facts about this engineering situa- 
tion. Up to now it looks pretty bad for Baker East and Baker West 
on the basis of the engineers who have testified. As against that, 
you have given us two engineers, one of whom is on record in the 
conclusion as supporting the position that Baker East and Baker 
West do not seem to be very optimum choices. Have you other engi- 
neers that you can recommend be heard by this committee, or just this 
one, Colonel ? 

Mr. Harris. I believe we have a considerable list, Senator. They 
are not at my fingertips at this time. 

Senator Munpr. You are not prepared? Are you prepared to sug- 
gest other engineers? 

Mr. Harris. We are prepared, but I cannot do it at this point. I 
am not prepared at this meeting. 

Senator Munpr. That is what I mean. 

Mr. Harris. No; I am not, Senator. 

Senator Munpr. There was some criticism, I thought, on your part 
that we had not es engineers to present the point of view of the 
State Department. S a wanted it in the record that, as of now, 
you are not prepared is suggest the names of those. We would like 
to find out. 

Mr. Harris. Senator, we suggested them 2 weeks ago. They were 
not called. We did not add to that list, because we assumed we were 
not going to have a chance to have them on here. It has been 2 
weeks, sir. I think it is fair to say that you could have the presump- 
tion that we were not going to have—— 

Senator Munpr. One is already on the record refusing the position 
you expected him to present. So, it was not very conducive to calling 
him. And we have suggested by writing, and we have suggested in 
personal consultation, and I have personally told the State Depart- 
ment’s representative, Ben Crosby, who was with Dr. Compton as 
his aide, that we would be glad to hear these witnesses. I had a list 
from him that I thought was one which should be acceptable to present 
to the committee, but you do not now seem willing to present those 
names. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Crosby, who is in the room, has 
now handed me a list of the witnesses, and I do have, therefore, an 
additional name at least. 

Senator Munpr. You have a list of five names? 

Mr. Harris. I think I can give you such a list. I have given you 
the name of Lester H. Carr, the radio-engineering consultant of Wash- 
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ington. I wish to give you the name of Andrew Ring, of Washing- 
ton, a radio-engineering consultant, the name of Col. Fred Andrews, 
who is a retired Army officer and former chief of the Alaskan Com- 
munications System of the Signal Corps of the United States Army. 
I should like to have called Mr. R. Maurice Pierce, a consulting engi- 
need of New York. And I should like to have called a representative 
of MIT, preferably one agreeable to that organization, but a name 
which might be suitable would be Dr. Jerry Wiesner, W-i-e-s-n-e-r. 

Mr. Conn. I might say that immediately following the submission 
of this list the staff contacted Dr. Jerry Wiesner of MIT. We talked 
to him, three of us on the line, for over 1 hour. Dr. Wiesner stated 
it was his conclusion that he still felt there was uncertainty; that it 
was his conclusion that Baker West, from a standpoint of efficiency 
and reliability, should be moved south and away from Seattle, and 
that he would just as soon not come down and testify, as that would 
be his conclusion. If there is any change, and they want to have Dr. 
Wiesner communicate with us, or if they want us to talk to him again 
and see if there has been any change of heart on his part, we would be 
certainly happy to have him. 

With reference to Mr. Ring, who was the next person we were to 
contact, I believe we were advised he was making a trip to the Pacific. 
Mr. Crosby indicates that is correct. And we would be advised when 
he returned and would be available. We would be glad to go over the 
list, even though we have just gotten this report from the Bureau of 
Standards, which would seem to settle the issue, and Mr. Harris him- 
self states that he thinks the decision to suspend Baker West was a 
wise one. 

If they think it is still profitable to go into it, after all those things, 
we would be willing to contact them and have them down here. 

Senator Munpt. We want to leave the invitation open, if you have 
some other engineers. Out of the 5, there are 2 who are not willing 
to support that. Kindly get the facts. 

Mr. Harris. We appreciate that, Senator. 

Senator Munpr. Even though we had the recommendation of Dr. 
Compton, I am not willing to accept that as Holy Writ. We want 
to get the best advice we can get, and if you can get some witnesses 
who are firm and will stand up and, when we contact them, support 
your position, rather than tell us over the telephone “Actually, we 
do not think they are in the right spots,” we shall be glad to call them. 

Mr. Harris. Senator Mundt, I certainly agree with that. 

The Cuarrman. May I say I have just been notified by the staff that 
they also conferred with Mr. Ring, the fourth of the five men you 
suggested, and that he fully agrees that the southern location would 
have been better; that the northern location is not satisfactory. 

So, it appears that 4 of your 5 witnesses will confirm substan- 
tially the testimony as it has been taken. I think you should chee . 
on that before you suggest the names of engineers and find out if the 
will add anything to this picture. If they are going to merely confirm 
what has been already established by other engineers, merely that 
you made a mistake by going up to Seattle, that it is better to move 
south, there is not much sense in ws isting the money and the time of 
the committee. 

Mr. C rosby, I wish you would exercise a little more care. 1vo not 
ask us to contact a witness who is out in the Pacific, and then have 
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someone come here and scream because we have not called him. You 
know where this man is. He is out in the Pacific and not available. 
So, do not give us names like that. 

Before you ack us to call other engineers, check with them and see 
if they have other information available. My staff has talked to 
these engineers, ; 3 of the 5, and they find that they will confirm the 
testimony that has been given. 

Mr. Crossy (Ben Crosby, State Department). Mr. Chairman, when 
the list was submitted, sir, Ring was in the country. And I did not 
know at the time the list was submitted that he was planning to leave 
the country. Those names were prepared and given to you by the 
competent technical engineering staff of the engineering program. 

The CrarrmMan. We will not have : any further hit-or-miss submis- 
sion of names about whom you know nothing, and then have a witness 
come up here and start to complain because those witnesses have not 
been called. We find that my staff has checked with those witnesses 
and has found that they agree with the Bureau of Standards. If that 
is the case, they will not be called. We will not waste the time of 
the committee. The Bureau of Standards has submitted a report ; not 
Dr. Compton, incidentally. 

So, in the future, when you ask us to call a witness, know something 
about him. Know whether he is available. 

Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Harris, I would like to ask you a couple 
of questions here. 

I cannot be here this afternoon, Mr. Chairman, on account of Armed 
Services. They have a meeting this morning, and I want to go over 
to -~ ‘meeting. 

In New York there was discussion of people in Europe who were 
working for the Voice, or for the Government, and were not cleared 
over here. One resigned, and so on. There were two of them, Mr. 
Schechter and Mr. Kaghan. And I asked Mr. Thompson if he knew 
whether or not for sure they had been cleared for security, and he 
said his opinion was that they had not been cleared for security. He 
felt in one case he had seen it and in the other case he had not. They 
came back here, and his testimony, I felt, made it appear as if you 
would like to have them back here, or there was something about it, 
and that they could not come back because of security. Now, would 
you care to comment on that? 

Mr. Harris. Senator Symington, in opening my testimony, I be- 
lieve, before you were here, sir, I testified that with the approval of 
Mr. Jack Tate, the Deputy Legal Adviser of the Department, I was 
able to state that Mr. Schechter and Mr. Kaghan, the two names men- 
tioned, had indeed been cleared. I find no evidence in our files that 
we were trying to bring them back here. As far as I know, they are 
people who have been wanted in Germany, and they are being used in 
Germany, and they are cleared employees according to the standards of 
Public Law 402 as administered by the Departme nt of State. 

Senator Symineron. Well, would you get in touch with Mr. Thomp- 
son and clear up that part of the tes timony ? 4 

Mr. Harris. I will be pleased to do that. 

Senator Symincron. Now, my next question is that there has been 
a lot of talk about you at Columbia. What was your other education ? 
Would you give us a rough picture of that? 
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Mr. Harris. Well, I think I could start with perhaps high school. 
I was a student at Cambridge High School in upper New York State, 
Cambridge, N. Y. I was an honor student there. I won the DAR 
prize for history essay, and all that kind of thing. 

In the summer of 1927, I went toa CMTC camp, Citizens Military 
Training Camp. In the fall of 1927, I entered Staunton Military 
Academy, down here in Virginia, which has an ROTC unit; and, 
mcidentally, one of the best cadet officers there 1s the present Senator 
from Arizona, junior Senator, Senator Barry Goldwater. 

[ eraduated from Staunton in 1928. 

Senator Symineron. Senator Barry Goldwater / 

Mr. Harris. Senator Barry Goldwater. 

Senator Syminoron. Did you know him there ? 

Mr. Harris. Yes, sir. 

Senator SymMinetron. Do you think he would be a character witness 
for you? 

Mr. Harrts. He could only test fy as to my character at the time 
Iwas there. I have had practically no contact with him since. 

The Cn AIRMAN. He just went to the same college you were at in 
other words, the only contact was that he happer ed to be roing to the 
same school. 

Mr. Harris. He was one of my company cadet officers and knew a 
good deal about my conduct in the academy. 

The Cnatrman. But he was no particular friend of yours. I notice 
you bring in the names of Bob Taft and Barry Goldwater. When 
you bring in their names I just wonder whether you know thet l, 
whether they are friends of yours. I understand vou do not know 
Goldwater, that he is no special friend of vours. Ilave you seen him, 
over the last 10 or 15 years 4 ' 

Mr. Harris. I am not trving to claim that I am a close friend of 
either of these Senators. I have not said in any respect that Senator 
Taft is somebody that I know particularly. I quoted an opinion of 
his that has been expressed in the publie prints, that Communists 
and Socialists should have t] e rieht to serve on college faculties if 
they wish. That is what I stated about Senator Taft. 

As faras Senator Barry Goldwater is concerned, | mention him only 
because it helps to establish the character and tvpe of si hool which 
I was attending at that time, and he certainly at least would be able 
to indicate whether I was a so-called subversive character when I was 
a cadet, with an honorable record, at ROTC, in Staunton Military 
Academy. 

The CnHatrrmMan. Did you write this book before, or after, you 
eraduated ¢ 

Mr. Harris. After I graduated. 

The CnarrMan. You wrote it after you oraduated ¢ 

Mr. Harris. That is right. 

The CrHarrmMan. So that when vou were going to this particular 
colle ore you referred to, your feelings were expresser in this book. 
I assume ? 

Mr. Harris. Of course not: they were not. 

The CHatmrmmMan. You said “of course not” ? 

Mr. Harris. That is what I said, Senator. 

The CuarrmMan. You said “of course not.” 
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Mr. Harris. They are not the same as expressed in the book. Is 
that the question / 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harris. They were not the same when IT was in high school. 
It was a process of what we were taught in college and the things that 
we heard about the depression. ‘That led a great many of us to make 
statements of the kind I did in that book. 

The Cuamman. You were talking about high school. You said 
you went to high school with Senator Goldwater. 

Mr. Harris. I went to Staunton Military Academy, a preparatory 
school in Virginia. 

The CnarrMan. I thought you said you went to college with him. 

Mr. Harris. I did not, and I am not making any such statement. 

Senator Symineton. Did you go to Staunton Military Academy in 
1927 ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Yes, in 1927-28, except that during the summer I went 
toa military training camp, Fort Hancock, N. J.. where my record can 
be checked also. 

Senator SyMincron. One more question: As I understand it, Mr. 
Harris, when you were an undergraduate, or just after you left Colum- 
bia, you wrote a book called King Football ? 

Mr. Harris. I did, Senator. 

Senator Symineron, And in that book you expressed a lot of things 
which you no longer believe in. Is that correct / 

Mr. Harris. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator Symincron. And Senator McClellan asked you when you 
changed your mind with respect to the things that you wrote in that 


»- 


book, and you said 1934-35. Is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Harrts. | did. 

The CuarrmMan. I would like to say for the benefit of the Senator 
that it appears that Jack Tate, oie is one of the appointees of my 
very dear friend Acheson, when he was called, said, “You can give 
clearance to Schechter and Kaghan.” That is a violation of the Presi- 
dential orders. I may say I am not endorsing those orders that Tru- 
man has made, but they apparently are still in effect until the Attorney 
General's Office can make a study of them and have them properly 
changed. In view of the fact that Tate takes the liberty of telling us 
these two men have been cleared, I am going to subpena him, unless 
the committee objects, and put him under oath and have him testify 
as to what. was in the files, upon what basis they were cleared. We will 
not take half the story by hearsay on clearance. We have the positive 
testimony on these two men, that they failed, they flunked, the security 
check, 

Mr. Harris. By one man, sir. 

The CHatrMan. We have the specific information on them; that 
subsequently one of them was promoted and made head of the Radio 
Branch in HICOG; that he is still there. And now you have a man 
who called you and says you can violate the order in order to give a 
clean bill of health. We will put Mr. Tate under oath, then, and make 
him give us the rest of the picture, if the Senators agree to that. He 
will not be allowed to use any Presidential order which he has already 
violated as a defense in refusing to answer. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, may I point out the original violation 
was by Mr. James Thompson, an employee of the Voice of America, 
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who made those statements before this committee in New York on 
Saturday. 

Senator McCLELLAN. Let me ask you a question. Is it a violation of 
the order to say that a man has been cleared or has not been cleared / 

The Cuairman. The President issued an order in September of last 
year, and it is interpreted to mean that the Congress is not entitled 
to any information whatsoever in regard to a security clearance; that 
they are not entitled to information as to the status of the case, 
whether it has been cleared or has not been cleared. Mr. Humelsine 
has testified repeatedly before the committee. When that was ques- 
tioned before the Appropriations Committee, he came back and told us 
he had contacted his superior and he was not entitled to give that 
information. 

In view of the fact that Mr. Tate sees fit, without any authority, I 
understand, from Mr. Lourie or anyone else, to violate that order, he 
will be called to testify, and he will not be allowed to use that order as 
a grounds for refusing to answer questions, in view of the fact that he 
has already violated it. And if I have the approval of the com- 
mittee—— 

Senator McCLettan. Mr. Chairman, I think that is a matter we 
could take up in executive session. 

The CHarrMan. I think it is something that should be taken up 
now, Senator McClellan, to some extent, in view of this statement 
here, which, on the face of it, appears to be incorrect because of the 
positive testimony we have had. I would be glad to take it up i 
executive ses ss1on. 

You had some further questions in regard to the Spectator ? 

While counsel is checking through the Spectator to read some of 
your editorial to you, let me read another passage from your book. 
1 think we will run for another 10 minutes, and then we will adjourn 
until 2: 30. 

Mr. Harris, let me read another passage from your book. 
| Reading : | 

Soviet Russia, a young nation which, whatever else may be said about her, 
is searching the world over for the best technical methods and the best ideas, 
has recently begun stimulation of a program of competitive sports. Realizing 
that war spirit is developed by bodily contact games, and wishing sports for 
exercise rather than injury, Russia has barred football from her new athletic 
program, even though she has imported American baseball with enthusiasm. 
The official who made the announcement concerning the exclusion of football 
said that Russia saw no reason for killing off a number of her best young men 
each season in the pursuit of a sport which appeals in the first place to the least 
desirable emotions 

Do you recognize that passage as conung from your book / 

Mr. Harris. I think that is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairMAn. You may proceed, Counsel. 

Mr. Scuine. This is an editorial entitled “Thanksgiving.” 

Mr. Harris. May I know the date, sir? 

Mr. Scuine. The date is November 25,1931. | Reading: | 

Althongh the newspapers of the Nation have been pretty well muzzled by 
their capitalist owners, no method has yet been devised to keep living beings 
from thinking. The unfortunate standees in the city soup lines are experiencing 
the fine manifestations of this great democracy. They are watching gangsters 
and corrupt politicians gulp joyously from the horn of plenty. Perhaps they 
will decide that even the horrors of those days of fighting which inaugurated 
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the era of communism in Russia would be preferable to the present state of 
affairs They have inte gence, and as for bravery, well, hunger will take 
care of tha 

The CuarmmMan. What was the question ‘ 

Do you recog ize that as your work ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I looked it up the other day and it is mine. It is a 
similar sentiment to a great many being expressed by all sorts of 
people in 1932. It las nothing to do with the kind of sentiment I 
bave now, and it was 21 years ago. 

Phe Cuairmanx. Let us jump the gap of 20 years, then, and come 
down to date. 

Mr. Harris. All right. 

The Cuairman. Do you generally approve of the operations of the 
Voice as conducted today 4 Lam not asking you whether you approve 
of every detail, no matter how well it is run. ‘There are some things 
you could not approve. But you do generally approve the operations 
of the Voice as conducted today ¢ 

Mr. Harris. In general, I approve of the Voice as it is operated 
today. 

The CHamman. You do. 

Pardon me. Senator Mundt has a question. 

Senator Munpr. I am interested in the fact that you have changed 
your point of view since 1932, and I can understand that perfectly. 
You said you changed it about 1934 to 1937 sometime. I am wonder- 
ing whether, in view of the fact that you were out in print with this 
rather strange array of commentaries, and you were out in print with 
some of the editors in the Spectator, whether, when you changed your 
mind, you also made statements in the public print, that you might 
insert in the record, in which you repudiated this book or the ideas 
you had in the book, or whether you perhaps ee some << the 
ideas expres ed in the Spectator. Or did you do good | stealth in 
this changeover, without making any public changeover of & any kind. 

Mr. Harris. Senator, I think I did good by doing loyal service to 
the United States Government. I did not write something that would 
repudiate the book or the editorials in the Spectator. It is a strange 
thing, but when anyone is a parent, even if it is a pretty ugly child, 
he is a little bit slow about going out in public and saying, “This is an 
ugly and dirty child.” That is about the sentiment I had about that. 

This book had very little circulation, which can be proved. I was 
not proud of it. I would rather not have had at that time any 
attention called to it. If I had then put out some book repudiating 
it specifically, it would have been——_ 

Senator Munpr. I thought it would be very logical that in some 
public speech or statement or broadcast you might have referred to 
the fact that as a young “liberal” at Columbia University you came 
under certain influences which upset you emotions lly, and you made 
some statements which you no longer believed 3 I thought you 
might have said something which you could put 7 the record about 
the time and date and manner in which you ened from a position 
rather sympathetic, let us say, to socialism, to one which I hope is no 
longer sympathetic to that point of view. 

Mr. Harris. Senator, if I had been in the writing business at the 
time, or in a position where I had access to some kind of public forum 
as a standard thing, I am quite sure that I would have had such state- 
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ments out. At this minute, I have not traced any actual pieces of 
paper that will prove this. I have made talks here and there that 
would indicate it. I think for instance that the board of directors of 
the National Self-Government Committee in New York. on which I 
have now been sitting for some several years, would remember my 
ee on these thi ngs. I think that there are other people who 
would ¢ tars oe me and my position and would have heard it ex- 


pressed otte ‘n enough to be pretty clear about it. But, not being in a 


position where I made regular contributions to a column or any- 
thing—I was not writing anything or doing any speaking outside of 
the Government service—I found no opportunity to do anything 


very spectacular along that line. I think I can prove it by deeds, 
given time and given an opportunity to deve lop the material. 

I have explained to the chairman—and you will forgive me for 
being a little long winded at this time—that this past week, when, 
probably, for my own sake I should have been checking back on every 
record that I could, I have been carrying the full responsibility for 
an agency that has been in a rather demoralized condition, upset and 
worried, by investigations, changes of directives, and things of that 
sort, an understandable condition. I have wanted it to keep going 
properly, because I believe that it serves the people of the United 
States properly. And I think that the only patriotic and honest thing 
to do is to keep it going until the new chief can take over. For that 
reason, I have not done the kind of defense job that probably L should, 
in view of the fact that I seemed to feel, on the part of the staff at least, 
that this is nothing but prosecution. I don’t hear any defense state- 
ments coming out of the staff. 

Senator Munpr. I do not think you have the justification for any 
such statement at all. We did not write the book or the editorials, 
We did not make the context. Our job is to investigate what we find. 

Senator Jackson. Will the gentleman yield for one question? I 
have to leave. 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. I do not think it is any crime that you expressed 
very liberal views during the depths of the ‘de »pression. 

The Crarrman. Do you call this “liberal,” Senator ? 

Senator Jackson. Well, I will come to the point in a minute. 

Willkie did that when he was in college, as history bears out. And I 
think Willkie later became a big man in Wall Street and a highly 
respec ted American. I think what Senator Mundt and I are interested 
in 1s any contradictory evidence, anything that contradicts this book 
and your views as there e xpressed, That is the point that I am in- 
terested in. I believe—what is the name of the c es ist that writes 
in one of the newspaper columns every day /—Westbrook Pegler was a 
Socialist, was he not, at one time? I believe that is correct. 

Senator Munpr. He probably will advise you as to the truth of it 
in his column. 

Senator Jackson. Well, I do not think there is any crime in that. 

sut I think what all of us are concerned about is the record subsequent 
to that. 

The Cratrman. Also, one of the things I am very serious about is 
that this witness has said that he never had a loyalty hearing. With 
this book in existence, I cannot conceive of there not being a hear- 
ing to determine whether he had changed. 











368 STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 


Let me put this in the form of a question. Would you agree with 
me that if you still held the ideas which you held when you wrote this 
book, you would be entirely unfitted for your present job 4 

Mr. H arris. No, I wouldn't even agree to that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cn - MAN. In other words, you think if you still held the ideas 
you held when you wrote the book, you still would be fitted for this 
job vou now hold as acting head a the Voice? 

Mr. Harris. No, I wouldn't be fitted for this job, but I wouldn’t 
be entirely unfitted. You used the word “entirely,” and I think that is 
a very broad one. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, let me ask you this: If you still held the 
views vou held when you wrote this book, would you agree that you 
would be unfitted for your job? 

Mr. Harris. | certainly would not appoint mivself, if I had the 
choice, into that job, if | still held those views. ‘That is correct. 

The CHarrmMan. So that you feel that your appointment was only 
because you convinced your superiors that you had changed your 
mind ? 

Mr. Harris. Convinced a great many people, Mr. Chairman, be 
ginning with the Civil Service Commission, in 1940, or early *41, when 
they investigated that very, very thoroughly, and got all the informa- 
tion and read the book and read the editorials and did clear me. 

Senator Jackson. Were you in any organizations at any time that 
were contrary to the Communist Party line? Let us take the period 
between August 1939, when the Germans entered into the pact with 
the Russians on neutrality, until June 21, 1941—I think that is about 
the date, or thereabouts—when the Germans invaded Russia. Were 
vou with any group’ Iam trying to get some evidence here which, 
if you had it, would indicate a contrary position. 

Mr. Harrts. I think I have that much evidence. I was a member 
of the Committee To Defend America by Aiding the Allies. I be- 
lieve that that committee was entirely— 

Senator JAcKson. You were a ae of the ager men 

Mr. Harris. I was a member. As I remember it, they sent invita 
tions to contribute, which asked support moneywise, and by signing 
a little slip of paper. That was the William Allen White committee. 
1 am not sure of that title a hundred percent, but it was known as the 
William Allen White committee at that time. 

Senator Jackson. There was a committee headed by William Allen 
White, of Kansas, the editor of the Emporia Gazette. 

Mr. Harris. That is it, ves. 

Senator JAcCKson. You were a member of that committee ? 

Mr. Harris. They had an overall top committee, but I wasn’t a 
member of the top committee. I was one of the many people around 
the country who signed up. I made at least one talk for them. I 
made a talk, if I remember it right, at the Advertising Club of New 
York. 

Senator Jackson. You made a talk to the Advertising Club of 
New York? 

Mr. Harris. At the Advertising Club of New York. It wasn’t to 
the whole club. I will try very hard to find out what that occasion 
was and what the group was, but I talked in favor— 

Senator Jackson. Have you the record on that? 
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Mr. Harris. I will try very, very hard to find such a record. 

Senator Jackson. I think the committee would like to have that. 
I am not saying that at that time the people who were on the other 
side, were, of course, subversive, because you did have the America 
First Committee. But it will indicate very clearly, if that is the 
committee, what your position at that time was on foreign policy. 

Mr. Harris. Well, another indication would be, if I could establish 
it—I know I did it. I contributed to this organization called Bundles 
for Britain, which was helping out the British people in their fight. 


Senator Jackson. When was that? During 1939-40, or in 1941? 


Mr. Harris. Along in there, about *40. I would have to look it 
up again. I suppose a man should have his whole history, all his 


views, everything he ever thought about or did, documented in some 
document, But how can you precict 

Senator Munpr. That was not a very good one, because that was 
the time when Russia was one of our allies. I do not know when you 
joined that committee. 

Senator J AcKsON. If it wasthe Committee To Aid the Allies, headed 
by William Allen White, I am sure that was during the pact period. 

Mr. Harris. That was my impression. 

Senator Munpr. That was dissolved in 1941, so it would depend on 
when he joined. 

Senator Jackson. Yes. What I meant, Karl, was with reference 
to the period between August 1939, whenever the war broke out, and 
up to the time of the invasion of Russia, just during that period. 1 
am not talking about subsequent to June 21, 1941. 

The CHarrMan. I understand your testimony to be, Mr. Harris, 
that you belonged to this Committee To Aid the Alhes, or whatever 
vou call it, after the invasion of Russia? Or before the invasion of 
Russia ? 

Mr. Harris. It would have been before the invasion of Russia. 

The CHAmRMAN. You say it would have been. Was it? 

Mr. Harris. Yes, it was. 

The CHAatRMAN. Well, what do you have to show that ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I will have to see what I do have. I haven't anything 
here to produce at this minute. 

The CaatrMan. Do you know if you have it in your office ‘ 

Mr. Harris. I don’t have it in my office. I will have to look back 
and see if my very poorly organized personal files have any scrap 
of paper that will prove it, or if I can find somebody who was with 
me at that time, or something of that sort. 

The CuarrMan. Would you think you joined that committee while 
the Hitler-Stalin pact was in existence / 

Mr. Harris. I would think there was no doubt about that. Because 
that was one of the most horrible, reprehensible things that has hap- 
pened in the history of mankind. 

The CHarRMAN, We will take a recess until 3 this afternoon. 

I am going to ask the counsel to have Mr. Tate down here at 2 
o'clock in executive session. 

Mr. Harris, how well do you know Mr. Tate? 

Mr. Harris. I know him fairly well. I know him by his first 
name. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you know him socially ? 
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Mr. Harris. No, I don’t think I have ever had any social contact 
with him of any kind. 

Che CHarMan. When is the last time you contacted him before 
t day ( 


Mr. Harris. I talked to him on the phone when IT asked this ques- 
tion about the seCUTILY problem. His otlice was designated by Mr. 
Lourie’s office to give advice on these things, and I called him. 


The ¢ HAIRMAN, (), - 
Thank you. 
Whereupon, at 12:35 p. m., a recess was taken until 3 p. m., 


this same aay. ) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


The Cratrman. Mr. Harris, there was a witness in executive ses- 
sion, Mr. Tate. You were not present, of course, to hear him testify. 
The reason he was called in executive session was because we ordered 
him to produce certain files. We were to introduce those on the theory 
aes if he had already violated a Presidential directive he could not 

» that as an excuse for not bringing the files. His testimony under 
oath conflicted directly with yours. 

I think if you want Mr. Tate recalled to testify in public session, in 
fairness to you, the Senate will recall him. Otherwise, you are being 
given a copy of his testimony. 

Would you prefer having him recalled to testify in public session? 

Mr. Harris. May I consider it? 

The CHatrMAn. You certainly may. And also may I say this. I 
am not sure if we notified you. I think we did in executive session. 
Wherever any employer, or anyone, is under fire by other witnesses, 
if you have any questions that you want asked of that witness, you 
can submit those questions to the chairman, and normally they will 
be asked. I think you have been informed also that at any time in 
these proceedings you care to, you may = ave counsel, and you will be 
ntitl led to consult with your counsel at any time during your testi- 
aaa. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, may I make a short statement with re- 
gard to this situation right now? 

The CrarrmMan. Make it as short or as long as you care to. 

Mr. Harris. I will make it short, because I wish to look into this 
thing with Mr. Tate. 

But I find, on page 3 of the transcript you handed me, his state- 
ment that— 

I think you would be at liberty to state that fact, namely, that the people on 
my program have been cleared, but not to go into individual cases. 

I considered that an authorization. I do not consider that I have 
gone into individual cases. I think that in stating that two men on 
the program are cleared, I am merely stating the covering fact that 
all employees on our program now are cleared. They have to be by 
law, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Schechter and Mr. Kaghan are in your Depart- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Harris. They are under our direction, because they are in the 
Public Affairs Branch of HICOG, which is administered by the In- 
ternational Information Administration. 
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The CHamrMaNn. Now will you tell us at this time: Did Mr. Tate 
ever tell you that those two men had been cleared ? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Tate did not tell me that those two men had been 
cleared. That information came in the standard way from the se- 
curity area of the Department. 

The Cuairman, Who told you they had been cleared 4 

Mr. Harris. That information came from Mr. Ford, the head of 
SY. through our Assistant Administrator for Management, Mr. At 
thur Kimball. 

The CuHarrMan. Will the staff order Mr. Ford to appear today? At 
t o'clock today ? 

Now, are you sure it is Mr. Ford, or not? We are going to call Mr. 
Ford down here. Did Ford tell you they had been cleared ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Ford did not tell me. Ford told Mr. Arthur Kimball, 
and he told me. My normal channel to Mr. Ford is through Mr. 
Arthur Kimball. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ford told 0 ull, and Kimball told you! 

Mr. Harris. That is a perfectly normal and proper procedure. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whe hh did Kimb all te 1] you that these two people 
had been cleared ¢ 

Mr. Harris. The matter had not come to my attention in any direc- 
tion until this testimony of Mr. Thompson on Saturday. 

The Carman. Now, your statement was made under oath to the 
question : 


? 


Your testimony is that Mr. Jack Tate authorized you to state today that both 
Kaghan and Schechter had been cleared. Is that correct 

The answe1 

Lihat 1s ¢ rec I 


1 1 1 


liberty. as il says here in the transer pt, to state here the fact that all 
about the status of Schechter’s or Kaghan’s case é 

Mr. Harris. Not as ndividuals, but he said that L we uld be at 
liberty, as 1t says here in the transcript, to state here the fact that all 
people on our program have been cleared. 

The CHarrman. Did he ask you first whether they had been cleared ? 

Mr. Harris. He asked me whether I had that information. I stated 
that I did have, from the security area. 

The Cuairman. So, instead of Tate giving you the 1iformation, you 
gave Tate the information ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I have never said that Mr. Tate gave me the informa- 
tion. I have said that Mr. Tate was the autho rity for mentioning 
cases, for mentioning this matter before this committee. And I still 
consider that there is a clear permission here to state that these two 
men, since they are among the people on duty in the Public Affairs 
program of HICOG. are cleared persons. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Harris, do you have in your possession or in 
your Department now, a written memorandum from the Director of 
Operations of the Voice advising you that Schechter has not been 
cleared, and that he had requested a transfer to the Voice? 

Mr. Harrts. I have never seen such a memo, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Do you know whether such a memo exists ? 

Mr. Harris. I do not, sir. 

The CHarrman. When did Kimball tell you that Kaghan and 
Schechter had been cleared ? 
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Mr. Harris. It was some time yesterday, after he had checked with 
Mr. Ford of SY. 

The CHarrMan. Where is Mr. Kimball ? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Kimball is not present at this time. He is the 
Assistant Administrator for Management in our LLA. 

The CuarrMan. In New York? 

Mr. Harris. No: right here. 

The CuarrMan. Will the staff call Mr. Kimball ¢ 

And you say that he told you that Mr. Ford told him ? 

Mr. Harris. That is the normal channel, the secur ity area. 

Phe Cuarman. Did he tell you that Mr. Ford told him that Schee 
ter and Kaghan had been cleared ? 

Mr. H vrRIS. That isas I recollect it. that Mr. Ford told him. 

Phe Cuamman. Well, now, you talked to him a couple of days ago, 
and you come in here very indignantly to defend those two men. Do 
you not remember 4 

Mr. Harris. These two men are on our program. 

The Cu arMan. Do you remember what he told you 4 

Mr. Harris. I do remember what he told me. 

The Cuairman. Do you remember what Ford told him about Kag- 
han and Schechter having been cleared 4 

Mr. Harris. I do not remember his mentioning that Mr. Ford had 
stated it to him personally. He did state that Mr. Ford had run 
a check to make sure the information was clear, that he had obtained 
the information from the security area, and that the men had been 
shown cleared. Whether he talked to Mr. Ford’s assistant or to Mr. 
Ford personally, I don’t see why I should know. The facts are there, 
sir. 

The CuHairmMan. You Say now you do not know whether he talked 
to Mr. Ford personally or not 4 

Mr. Harris. No, I don’t know whether he talked to Ford personally 
or not. 

The Cuatrman. Did he tell you to whom he did talk ? 

Mr. Harris. He did not mention a name, except that he did mention 
that Mr. Ford had runacheck. In other words, Mr. Ford had ordered 
a check of the records to ascertain the facts about these two employees 
mentioned in the Saturday testimony. : 

We are under law, Mr. Chairman, Public Law 402, which requires 
that we have no one on our program who has not been cleared after 
a full FBI investigation. The fact that these two men are on duty 
is conclusive proof, if we are obeying the law, that these men are clear- 
ed, and that was exactly what I intended to imply and to state. I 
think I did have that permission from Mr. Tate. I do not wish to 
put him in any false light, and I did not wish to imply that he gave 
me information on two specific cases, 

The Cuarrman. In other words, in what you said this forenoon, 
when you were answering the weunien put to you, you were not try- 
ing to imply that Tate had told you that Kaghan and Schechter had 
been cleared ? 

Mr. Harris. I was trying to state, and I thought I did state, that 
Mr. Tate was the person who gave me authority to mention the fact 
that employees in this program were cleared. 

The CHarrmMan. Go ahead, Mr. Counsel. 
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Senator Munpr. I have a question, Mr. Chairman. 

Have you personally seen the files of these two people in question ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I have not, Senator Mundt. As a matter of fact, I 
have seen very few security files in my experience in the De spartnent 
of State. That has not been in my line of duty. That is done by 
the Security Division or the personnel people. 

The CHairman. May I say that we are producing a witness in 
public session to show that Schechter and Kaghan had flunked the 
security clearance. 

Mr. Coun. We have received that information, Mr. Chairman, and 

e have sent a telegram to three different persons whom we under- 
stand have official written information to that effect in the form of 
rejection slips, and asked them to be here tomorrow morning at 10:30. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, may I ask whether the counsel is say- 
ing that these gentlemen are not currently cleared ? 

The CuarrmMan. You can come and listen to the testimony, sir. 

Mr. Harris. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Further, Mr. Chairman, we have asked witnesses to 
come down with reference to Mr. Harris’ statement, that he finds no 
evidence in the files “that we were trying to bring them back here,’ 
meaning an attempt to bring them back from Ge ‘many to work in 
New York. 

That is what you said, is it not, Mr. Harris? 

Mr. HARRIS. We found ho evidence here in Washington of those 
things. In New York, we haven't had time to check. 

The CuHarrmMan. Just a minute. When you say you found no evi- 
dence in the files, are you now telling us you did examine the files? 

Mr. Harris. I am saying we examined the files available to us 
right here in Washington, that a telephone check was made with 
New York, but we have not personally examined the New York files. 
There hasn’t been time to. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Whom did you call in New York 
ask them to check the New York files? 

Mr. Harris. I did not make the call, su 

The CuarrmMan. Who made the eall 

Mr. Harris. I believe Mr. Kimball or one of his associates, per- 
haps the head of the personnel area, made the check. 

‘The Cuarrman. When did they undertake that check? 

Mr. Harris. Saturday and yesterday, probably most of it yes 
terday. 

The CHarrmMan. On whose orders? 

Mr. Harris. On Mr. Kimball’s orders: a normal thing to do when 
any employee would be mentioned adversely in a public hearing. 

The Cuatrman. Then what did Kimball report to you / 

Mr. Harris. He reported that there was no evidence in the files, 
ao to the information received by him, that either Schechter 

v Ke igh: an had been requested by the Voice. 

The Cuairman. Or that they had applied 

Mr. Harris. I don’t know that he looked into the matter of whether 
they had ever applied, Mr. Chairman. It was a question of desire. 
I think that was the question this morning; that, as L understood 1 
it was a question of whether the Voice had requested them. 

The CHairmMan. The question before the committee is whether or 
not they had applied to come to the Voice in New York and thereby 
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had to undergo a security check. Now. have vou checked the files 
to see whether or not there was any application by them which would 
occasion a security check ? 

You understand what we are talking about, Mr. Harris. 

Mr. Harris. Of course I do, Mr. Chairman. 

The CitarrMan. The witness in New York testified there was a se- 
curity check on those two men, because they were either about to 
be employed by the Voice or had applied for a job. You Came 1 
this morning, and you said, No. 1, they had clearance; and No. 2, 
there was nothing in the files to indicate that you were trying to get 
them back here. , 

Mr. Harris. I will still stand by that. 

The Cuamman. Now do you know whether there is anything in 
the files to show that they have applied ? 

Mr. Harris. I have assurance that they were not requested by the 
Voice. I do not know whether there is any application of any kind 
some time in the past. Some time in the past they may have applied. 
I don’t know. I don’t think that was checked. 

The Carman. Do you know whether anyone in the Voice had 
asked for a security check under Public Law 402? 

Mr. Harris. That I believe was checked by Mr. Kimball. 

The CuarrmMan. Did he tell you that was checked by him? 

Mr. Harris. Not in those terms, no, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Did he in any terms? 

Mr. Harris. He told me that those people—there had been no at- 
tempt to bring them to the Voice of America. He also told me that 
he had secured information from the security area that they were 
indeed cleared employees in their present assignment. Those are the 
only things I intended to state or imply. Any attempt to try to make 
it look as if I am saying something else is just not correct, as I see it, 
Mr. Chairman. I am not trying to mislead this committee. I am 
giving this committee every bit of information it asks for, and I will 
continue to do so. 

Senator Munpr. Are these two men presently employed under your 
jurisdiction ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Senator, they are employed in the Public Affairs 
Branch of HLCOG, which is under the supervision of the International 
Information Administration; yes. 

Senator Munpt. Are all the people in HICOG required to be 
checked under that provision of Public Law 402? 

Mr. Harris. No, Senator, they are not. It is those people who are 
engaged in public-affairs activities, that being the work of the Inter- 
national Information Administration, also called the United States 
Information Service, in accordance with the law of which you were 
coauthor, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Have you personally checked to see whether these 
two men in question were checked under that provision of the law, 
or did you just assume that they were, because they were working 
in that department ? 

Mr. Harris. I have not made a personal check, if by that you mean: 
Have I examined any security files ? 

Senator Munpr. Have you asked Mr. Kimball the question whether 
they were checked in conformity with that section of the law ¢ 
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Mr. Harris. The specific question was asked of Mr. Kimball, and 
the information in the statement this morning is based on that; the 
answer to that, “Yes, sir.” 

Senator Munpt. You said they were checked under that provision ? 

Mr. Harris. That is my understanding, sir. 

The CHairMAN. Senator Mundt, you asked about Schechter and 
Kaghan. Kaghan is the Acting Deputy Director for Public Affairs 
in HICOG. Schechter is the Chief of the Radio Branch at HICOG. 
They are both in Bonn, Germany. 

Senator Munpr. I would like to pursue another angle, if I may. 

I was interested in your testimony this morning, Mr. Harris, when 
you said that as a young cadet at Staunton Military Academy, you 
did not then have the views which you later expressed in a book 
called— 

Mr. Harris. King Football, 

Senator Munpr. King Football. Did I understand that testimony 
correctly ¢ 

Mr. Harris. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator Munpr. So that, ap parent tly, something h: ip pened at the 
time you were in Columbia University, which gave you the views which 
you later expressed in that book ? 

Mr. Harris. ‘That is correct, Senator. 

Senator Munpr. And I am wondering whether, like some other 
witnesses that we have had before this committee, you could enlighten 
us as to what happened to give you those views. Did some professor 
try to mislead you 1n that direction ? Was there some influence on 
the campus? What was there that changed you in a period of a 
couple of years ¢ 

Mr. H ARRIS. This would be a period ot } ver 

Senator Munpr. All right. 

Mr. Harris. It is simply the process of a college education, under 
which a man undergoes a number of 


irs, Senator. 


changes in points of view. It 
was a college education in a time of depression, a time when there was 
great ferment in the world, and when many of the young instructors, 
partic ularly, that we listened to—there were a mn umber of them, but 
I can’t identify 1, or 2, or 6—did stir up our minds, and perhaps they 
did cause us to question some of the existing standards of the times. 
That was the spirit of inquiry, the spirit of questioning. 

Senator Munpr. I asked you that question for two reasons. In 
the first place, in about that period I also was a student at Columbia 
University. I ran into exactly the kind of situation that you have 
described. And in interrogating Miss Elizabeth Bentley, ‘who was 
a student at Columbia University at about that time, she mentioned 
specifically several instances in which influences there employed des- 
troyed her faith in the American Constitution, the Holy Bible, the 
marriage institution. It was helpful to get that information. And 
I think if you want to be helpful there are two committees of the Con- 
eress that are studying that influence in university ¢ ampuses that I 
think would find it very interesting that a high official in Government 
te.tifies that at Columbia University at that time certain professors, 
certain instructors, did destroy certain American convictions which 
he held at the time he went on the campus, so that at least for a short 
period of his life he started writing books and editorials which were 
rather derogatory of the whole American pattern. 
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Now, if you could be a little more specific, I think it would be ex 
tremely helpful. 

Mr. Harris. Senator, I will be as specific as I can. I don’t want to 
be unfair to Columbia College. I think that it is a very fine institu- 
tion, and I think that the thing that was going on then was less a 
deliberate Red pattern than a business of questioning most of the 
standard situations, whatever existed at that time, the economic sys- 
tem, the social system, the ways of people, and so on. 

Now, one person I can remember, who gave me no impression of 
being in the least left wing, but who did undermine, by his approach, 
and sort of destroy, the old basis of thinking of many students: that 
was a Mr. Case “Vv in the sociological side. He was teaching soc iology. 
I think it was his theory that it was a healthy thing to sort of wipe out 
all the things the students had learned by early conditioning, and let 
them start fresh with a new set of facts as presented in college. Now, 
if he was serving any Red pattern, I doubt whether it was a conscious 
one. It may have been. I can remember his influence more than that 
of anybody else, I should say, in that respect. 

There were others. There was a French professor, who is really 
the man I identified in the book King Football as having rather Fase 
ist ideas and strange ideas about marriage. 

There were one or two men, of course, who did show a Marxist at 
titude, and the outstanding one of those would have been Donald 
Henderson, who has also been mentioned in the testimony. 

Now, there may have been others who taught in ways that would 
have had that effect, but not too many of them. T don’t know that any 
of them were among my instructors. 

May I say I don’t want to go on too far, Senator, but T want to 
answer your question as fully as you want me to. 

Senator Munpr. Yes, I think you have done that. The upshot is, 
at least, that the impact of the imstruction that you received in part 
at Columbia University was responsible for your change of positions 
from the way in which you thought and be lieved at Staunton Militar Vv 
Academy and the Cambridge High School and the position which you 
later took, still asa young man, in the book, King Football, and some 
of your editorials in the Spectator. 

Mr. Harrets. I think that is a perfectly fair statement, Senator. 

Senator Munpr. I believe Miss Elizabeth Jentley recorded that at 
about the same time she did come in contact. with these Communist 
professors, who later took her and put her in a Communist cell in the 
Communist movement. She was a little more aggressive than you, 
but perhaps she was more receptive to the indoctrination also. 

I do want to say this, Mr. Chairman, that the testimony of Mr. 
Harris, coming as it does from a high Government official, is a pretty 
strong indication that the Senate committee and the House committee 
which are presently investigating these Red influences is doing a 
constructive piece of work; because if they still continue, we have a 
demonstration here of how they can pretty well pollute the clear 
thinking of the young American of average parentage who goes to a 
university and finds himself confused at least in a temporary period 
of his life because of that kind of thing. 

Would vou care to comment on that ? 
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Mr. Harris. I am only sad that this would seem to be critical of a 
university for which I have sth high regard, and in which I learned 
so many useful and helpful thing 

Senator Munpr. Although I guess your education was interrupted 
there, anything I can do with the alumni of that institution to be sure 
that new generations of students do not find themselves indoctrinated 
by Comununist agents, I feel will certainly elevate the reputation 
of a very fine institution. 

Mr. Harris. That is certainly a good and proper approach. 

The CuatrmMan. I do not think that you have answered one of thi 
Senator's questions, and that is: Do you think it is a good idea for a 
congressional committee’ to Investigate the teachers in the schools/ 

Mr. Harris. I didn’t realize the Senator had asked me that question. 

The CHarMan. You are being asked it now, then. 

Mr. Harrts. I think that if such an inquiry ts carried on in a way 
that will not hurt the personal reputat ions 1n pub ic of innocent people, 
if it is primarily done, I should say, in executive session, so that its 
clear-cut purpose is to detect genuine Communists and to eliminate 
them from the faculties, it is a useful and proper enterprise. 

The CHarrmMan. You Say that if it is done so that it does not hurt 
innocent people. We alway S hear the claim. ot course, W henever you 
start to expose Communists, that we are hurting innocent people. 
Do you know of any innocent people that have been hurt by either the 
Jenner or the Velde committees up to this time when they have beer 
engaged in exposing Communists / 

Mr. Harris. I certainly read of a very unfortunate article about 
the wife of the publisher of the Washington Post. 

The Cnairman. Now, will you answer my question? The question 
is: Do you know of any teachers, any innocent teachers, who have 
been hurt by any of these two committees / 

May I Say now: I have heard so much said about this statement 
about the wife of the publisher of the Washington Post. I understand 
Mr. Velde got two Meyers confused. l might say that if I were to pick 
up a paper, a letter, and find that a Mrs. Meyer was coming to the 
defense of any Communist cause, without any further identification, 
I think that I might easity make the mistake of assuming it was the 
wife of the editor of the Daily Worker, the local Daily Worker. These 
people have defence cvery Communist cause, every Communist that 
has been accused, since 1 have been following this matter, so I think 
Mr. Velde’s mistake, when he found a letter to Pravda or some place 
signed by Mrs. Meyer, in assuming it was this Mrs. Meyer, was a 
logical mistake. And when he found it was the wrong Mrs. Meyer, 
he corrected that. 

l am going to ask you again. You have been talking about how 
your mind was affected by the teachers at Columbia, and in your book 
you talked about your friends who were Communists and teachers. 
Do you think that up to this time the Velde or the Jenner committee 
have injured any innocent teachers / 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I certainly would hesitate to say “no” 
at this time. I have not followed the testimony closely enough. But 
I think that the process of putting people in public hearings, many 
of whom have only slight charges made against them, and subjecting 
them to public degradation, when they may easily be proved innocent 
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at a later time, is not an American way to carry on the work, by Con- 
gress. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Let me first ask this question, if I may, Senator 
Mundt. 

Name one of those individuals against whom very slight charges 
have been made, who has been degraded by a public session of either 
the Jenner or the Velde committee. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I can’t do that at this time. 

The Cuarrman. You do not know of any at this time? 

Mr. Harrts. I do not know of any at this time. I do think that the 
Mrs. Meyer incident was reprehensible. I’ cannot, as an American 
citizen, feel anything but sadness that you should so characterize 
what I consider to be one of the best papers in the United States, the 
Washington Post. 

The CuarrMan. I would assume you would. 

Mr. Harris. Yes, I am sure. 

Senator Munpr. This is a related question that I wanted to ask you, 
because you must find yourself, as an administrator, in the same posi- 
tion as the college president in regard to this. Do you consider it a 
fair or an unfair question for a committee of Congress to ask a col- 
lege instructor against whom it had received derogatory information 
in private session—to ask him in public session the question: Are you 
now or have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Harris. I should hope that he would be asked first in a private 
session. But if the proper safeguards are preserved, I suppose it 
might be possible to do it in such a way as not to hurt the man. It is 
perfectly proper to ask the man. The question of whether it is a 
public hearing or a private hearing disturbs me somewhat, Senator. 

Senator Munpr. Let me ask you this. Is it proper for a man who 
has been asked that question to refuse to answer, if he intends to serve 
the public in that type of a responsible position ? 

Mr. Harris. No, I don’t think that a man should refuse to answer. 
As you, I think, will remember, when I came before your executive 
session the other day, that kind of a question was put to me, and I said 
that I had no desire to do any claiming of some sort of a constitutional 
right on a question of that kind, and I stated very firmly that I was not 
and never had been a member of the Communist Party. 

Senator Munpr. If one of these Communist professors came to you 
and — “Mr. Harris, I would like to get a job with the Voice of 
America,” would you ask that question? And if he refused to answer 
on the soit that it might tend to incriminate him, would you think 
he would be a good employee ? 

Mr. Harris. He could not come in. He just automatically could 
not come in. That would cause him to have, 1 would say, a negative 
security record from the word “go.’ 

Senator Munpr. Not necessarily. There are some people who are 
not Communists who refuse to answer that, and could perhaps still 
pass a security test. Iam asking you whether you think that attitude 
is such that you would then consider him fit for employment in the 
Voice of America. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I perhaps made a very hasty statement 
there. It is obvious that some people turn to legal ‘advisers, who, in 
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their particular approach to things, feel that it is a good idea to put 
that kind of what they call safeguard around their client. A person 
conceivably could be misled into taking that position. But I should 
say that I would have to have very convincing proof, if a man had 
made that kind of denial at the current time, when I was trying 
to employ him. If he had taken a stand of that kind. I would feel 
that I couldn't bring him into our organization. It would just be 
taking chances with the cold-war apparatus of this Nation. 

Mr. Conn. | wanted to take a Mr. Harris, of accusa 
tions against imnocent peop le. You came 1 here this morning with 
a prepared statement mn which you elem the testimony of Mr. 
dames F. Thompson, one of the top offic inls of IBS, the International 
Broadcasting System, the Voice of America in New York, as erroneous, 
incorrect, and actually untrue, is that not a fact / 

Mr. Harris. In Saying that these employees were not clearer 
untrue; yes, sir. 





, it was 


Mr. Conn. And even more than that, you went on to say that as a 
matter of fact, you found no evidence in your files, and you are the 
Acting Administrator, that there was even an attempt to bring any 
of these people from Germany over to New York, as Mr. 7 hompson 
had testified. 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. 

Mr. COHN. That is quite a serous thing to Say about somebody, 
Is 1t not 4 

Mar. Harris. It is quite serious to say about somebody, yes sir. 

Mr. Coun. I imagine that you would feel quite keenly about it if 
you turn out to be complete ‘ly wrong on both counts, is that not the 
fact? 

Mr. Harris. I would, of course, feel very badly if I turned out to be 
completely wrong on both counts. 

Mr. Coun. I would submit to you that you are, sir, and I want to 
ask you this: Don’t you know for a fact that 5 people, as testified to 
by Mr. Thompson, namely, Mr. Kaghan, Mr. Schechter, Mr. Charles 
Lewis, Mr. Shepard Stone, and Mr. Harold Wright were in fact re- 
quested by New York to be transferred from Germany, from the 
State Departme nt in Germany, to the Voice of America in New York; 
that all 5 of those people filed Form 579 seeking employment in New 
York, and that a security investigation was instituted as to each 1 of 
those 5; and that only 1, Mr. Harold Wright, survived that investiga 
tion, and that he is now employed in New York. And Mr. Kaghan 
and Mr. Schechter remain in Germany. Mr. Lewis and Mr. Stone 
have resigned since the completion of the investigation. Do you now 
know my statement to be inaccurate 

Mr. Harris. I don’t know your statement to be inaccurate. 

Mr. Coun. What check have you mi ade to find out whether or not 
Mr. Thompson was correct and was telling the truth before you came 
in here and said that the files indicate that there was not even any 
consideration of bringing these people from Germany to New York, 
and Mr. Thompson was telling an untruth when he said that 4 

Mr. Harrts. I have fully testified on that, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Coun. Did you talk to Mr. Thompson and ask him what the 
basis of his information was? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Thompson was not available. 
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Mr. Conn. Mr. Thompson’s name is in the telephone book in New 
York, and he can be reached through the switchboard at the Voice of 
America 7 days a week. I asked him if he heard from you, and he 
said he did not. I asked him if he heard from anyone in your office, 
and he said he had not. 

May I ask you this: Did you communicate with Mr. Alfred Puhan, 
the Directors of Operations of the Voice, who has jurisdiction ? 

Mr. Harris. The jurisdiction would be in the hands of the person- 
nel man in New York, and not in either of those gentlemen. 

Mr. Coun. Did you communicate with Mr. Edward Macy, the 
personnel man ¢ 

The Cuarrman. Did you communicate with Mr. Thompson or Mr. 
Puhan ? 

Mr. Harris. I have not, and I have not communicated with any of 
these individuals. 

Mr. Conn. You say jurisdiction is in the hands of the personnel 
man, Mr. Edward Macy; and have you talked with Mr. Edward Macy, 
and did you talk to him before you came in here and made this 
statement ? 

Mr. Harris. I did not talk to Mr. Macy. 

Mr. Coun. I would suggest to you, sir, if you had, Mr. Macy might 
have been able to tell you that all 4 of these ‘people, or_all 5 including 
Mr. Wright, who is with the Voice, did file Form 579, which were 
processed, to transfer from Germany to New York, and that as late as 
the last 6 weeks Mr. Macy, in behalf of the personnel office of your 
agency, sent a written slip to Mr. Puhan indicating that Mr. Schechter 
was not to be employed in New York and was turned down. 

Now, your testimony is that you did not consult with anybody in 

New York, the Director of Operations, Mr. Thompson, who made a 
sworn statement, a statement under oath, or Mr. Macy, the personnel 
man, before you came in here this morning and made this charge 
against Mr. James Thompson ? 

Mr. Harris. I say I checked through Mr. Arthur Kimball, my 
assistant administrator for management, which is the proper and regu- 
lar channel for doing that checl ‘king, and that he supplied the in- 
formation on which the statement was based, and did in fact write 
the statement; and that I have no reason not to trust the absolute 
integrity of Colonel Kimball. 

The CHarrMan. I did not hear the last part. 

Mr. Harris. I have no reason whatsoever not to trust the absolute 
integrity of Col. Arthur Kimball, who was the gentleman who fur- 
nished that information to me. 

Mr. Coun. Did you advise the committee that these charges you 
made were made on the basis of hearsay; that you had not personally 
spoken with Mr. Thompson or anyone in New York to ascertain 
whether or not there was a basis for what you told this committee 
under oath? 

Mr. Harris. I think there was a perfectly solid basis. 

The CrarrMAn. If what you say is true—and I should make it 
clear at this time that we think it is completely untrue—if what you 
say is true, it would mean that Mr. Thompson was guilty of perjury. 
That is a very, very serious charge, especially to one who talks about 
the great care he takes in not smearing innocent people. You came 
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before the committee this morning and every member of the commit- 
tee understood you to tell them that Kaghan and Schechter had been 
cleared and that Jack Tate had told you—I will read the question: 

Senator McCLELLAN. Your testimony is Mr. Jack Tate authorized you to state 
today that both Kaghan and Schechter had been cleared. Is that correct? 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. 

If we had not called Mr. Tate down here and put him under oath, 
the impression would have gone out that Mr. Tate, the assistant legal 
officer, had told you these two men were completely cleared. 

Now, at this time, Mr. Harris, I will read into the record a number 
of excerpts from your book, a book which would indicate to me that 
anyone who has the ideas expressed therein would be completely un- 
fitted for the job that you hold. You may have reformed or changed 
since then, and we hope to settle whether you have or not before we 
are through. I will read these into the record, and if you care to 
have a copy of the record, you can decide whether anything I read 
is unfairly taken out of context and if you want to add to it, you may 
doso. The entire book will be marked as an exhibit. 

Before we do that, may I ask, does counsel have any other questions 
he would like to ask at this time? I understand that he will be a wit- 
ness tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Coun. Mr. Harris, what date did you give us as the date when 
you say you completely broke with the ideas and ideology you ex- 
pressed in this book and in the editorials inspected ; what year? 

Mr. Harris. These things are not done on a specific date, Mr. 
Counsel. 

Mr. Coun. Give us your best estimate. I understand you cannot 
give it exactly. 

Mr. Harris. Substantially it was by 1934, most of that atmosphere 
had gone, those beliefs. Certainly before 1940 there would have been 
not the slightest vestige of any piece of the things that are in King 
Football. 

Mr. Conn. Would you say the vestiges continued until 1940? 

Mr. Harris. Probably on the subject of football, I think some of 
them would carry over that far. 

Mr. Coun. How about on the subject of what we might call radical 
views expressed on the question of things other than athletics? 

Mr. Harris. Anything that I would call a radical view in there 
was out of the way by the fall of 1934. 

Mr. Conn. I will now ask you whether or not, in the year 1938, 
you had any connection with the League of American Writers—and 
before I ask that, Mr. Chairman, if I may, may I state for the record 
that the League of American Writers has been cited by the Attorney 
General of the United States as a subversive and Communist organ- 
ization; that Attorney General Biddle stated on September 24, 1942, 
and I quote: 


gg 


The League of American Writers was founded under Communist auspices in 
1935. In 1939 it began openly to follow the Communist Party line as dictated 
by the foreign policy of the Soviet Union. 

Then, of course, it has been cited, I believe, by the Committee on 
Un-American Activities and every other Government agency, and it 
has been officially cited by Attorney General Clark. 
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[ will now ask you whether or not in 1938 you had any connection 
with the League of American Writers / 

Mr. Harris. As you well know from my testimony in executive ses- 
sion, [ was a member of that organization for a matter of days in 
193s, and it had not been cited by any Government organization at 
that time as a Communist organization. There was no way that a 
person would necessarily know that it was a Communist organization. 

The CuarrMan. I do not believe the Communist Party has been 
cited yet. Is it your testimony that unless some other Government 
agency told you this was a group of Communists banding together, 
that you, the acting head of the information program, could not 
recognize it as a Communist front’ Must someone tell you / 

Mr. Harris. Of course not, they must not tell me, but I am just 
pointing out that it was not publicly recognized as a Communist or 
ganization at the time. 

{ will further testify as I did in executive session. 

The CuatrrmMayn, Did you recognize it at the time as a Communist 
organization ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I had considerable reservations about it. I had doubt 
about some of the people whose names showed on their board, as | 
stated, | believe, in executive session. 

[ also pointed out that the entrance into membership of the League 
of American Writers was in effect made for me by a person who 
thought that he was doing me a favor. 

The CHarrMan. Who was the man? 

Mr. Harris. Mr, Jerre Mangione, as I previously testified. 

The CuarkMan. You know he is a Communist ? 

Mr. Harris. I know that you so stated in executive session. 

The CuatrMan. Do you consider him one? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I have had no clear-cut evidence that 
Mr. Jerre Mangione is a Communist. 

The CHarrman. Do you think he is a Communist? You are the 
man directing our information program, to fight communism. Do 
you consider Mangione a Communist ? 

Mr. Harris. If you would allow me to examine his record, I would 
be pleased to give you my judgment. I have not seen Mr. Mangione 
for a good many years, and I don’t know what his activities have 
been, and [ am not dealing with him at this particular time. And it 
is, I think, quite unfair to expect me to characterize him as one thing 
or another at this point. 

The Cuatrrman. When he did you this favor, putting you into this 
Communist-front organization, did you consider him a Communist 
then ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I thought he was certainly being misled somewhat by 
them, in his great eagerness to corral people into this organization. 

The CuatrMan. Did you think he was a Communist? It is an easy 
question. Either you did or you did not think he was a Communist. 

Mr. Harris. I don’t have any way of knowing that this man was 
a member of the Communist Party. I saw him being easy with a 
Communist organization. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, now, can you tell us whether you thought he 
was or was not a Communist? Or don’t you have any idea? 
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Mr. Harris. I thought I testified a moment ago that I had no way 
of knowing whether he was a Communist or not. I said that he ap- 
peared to be easily led by Communists. 

The CHarmmMan. What Communists were leading him? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the then head of the 
League of American Writers has been cited in a lot of public testimony 

probab le Communist, 

The CHatrMan. What is his name? 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Donald Ogden Stewart. 

Phe CiHatrrMaNn. Was he a friend of yours? 

Mr. Harrts. I have never met the gentleman. 

The CHarrMan. You said he worked with Communist organiza- 
tions. What Communist organizations did he work with? 

Mr. Harris. I don’t know what organizations he worked with. I 
remember reading somewhere that he had been cited by, I believe, the 
House Un-American Activities Committee. But I certainly hate to 
get into recollections as slight as that. You have access to all of the 
indexes and the records and the lists, and I think it is hardly fair 
for me to hazard semiguesses on a thing as serious as this. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Harris, I have one more question. We find 
your name listed as being on the editorial board of a ¢ ommunist paper 
in 1937 or 1938, and you tell us that was done by a friend : yours 
who did you a favor without your knowledge; and we find that you 
were listed as one of the members of the League of American Writers, 
an organization named as a Communist front, and you tell us that 
that Was done by a friend of yours to do you a favor, Jerre Mangione, 
who seems to be well known as a Communist by everybody except 
yourself. We find that in 1937 you were the sponsor of another Com 
munist front, the American Students Union, named by the Attorney 
General, and again you tell us you do not know; that maybe someone 
might have collected money from you or you may have contributed, 
and you know nothing about it. 

[ just wonder, if you were a head of the Security Division, if you 
found a man who had written such a book, King Football, belonging 
to these various Communist fronts, would you not think it was wise 
to call him up for a hearing and put him under oath and get the story 
from him? You told us last week that you never had a lovalty hearing. 

Mr. Harris. Mr. Unsiee, I think that such a person should be 
very, very fully investigated by whatever means seemed to be appro- 
priate to the inv ee agency doing the work. If that involved 
calling the person himself before a security officer, I think that that is 
perfectly proper and desirable. I believe the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation rr arely does that type of thing, and I think most of the 
other investigative agencies seem to prefer to draw upon written 
sources, comments of informants, and so on, and not to question the 
individual at hand. 

May I say that I consider the juxtaposition of these things, one in 
1932 and one alleged in 1937, or two alleged in 1937, and one in 1938, 
as creating what is certainly a very false impression. I think given 
time, I could produce a juxtaposition of 5 or 6 events of the same 
yeriod that would prove the opposite implication to be perfectly 
justified. 
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The reference to a so-called Communist publication, I resent a great 
deal, Mr. Chairman, because this was a single issue; all it had of the t 
regular format of the magazine Direction, if Red it was, it had this 
format, and it was entirely made up of material especially selected 
as a semiofticial part of the Federal Writers Project work. All of the 
articles in it came from such sources; and the board listed, on which 
you say my name appears, on which my name does appear, was an 
honorary board and not an actual controlling board of any Red pub- 
lication. ‘This was a single special issue put out as a semiofticial duty 
as part of the work of the American Guide Series Project, the Federal 
Writers Project. 

The CHarrman. You may step down. 

Senator McCiLetntan. One moment. 

Mr. Harris, the testimony before us regarding this book, which you | 
admit, is very impressive. You say, as I understand you, that you have | 
changed your views, and you no longer entertain those views? | 

Mr. Harris. I do say so, sir. 

Senator McCietxan. I should like to ask you whether, since you 
wrote the book, you have written any articles for publication or that 
have been published, that refute the philosophy and the views you 
expressed in the book? 

Mr. Harris. I think that T can produce articles or statements that 
refute in general those things, and they are not specifically directed 
to the points in the book, Senator. 

Senator McCrietian. Here is what I am concerned about. In the 
first place, I will ask you this: If it should be established that a per- 
son entertained the views and philosophies that you expressed in that 
book, would you consider that person suitable or fit to hold a position 
in the Voice of America which you now hold? 

Mr. Harris. I would not. 

Senator McCretian. You would not employ such a person, would 
you? 

Mr. Harris. I would not, Senator. 

Senator McCie.tian. Now we find you in that position. 

Mr. Harris. That is correct. 

Senator McCrietian. So I think that in view of these hearings and 
what has been developed, it behooves you, certainly insofar as you can, 
to present to this committee and to the public such affirmative evidence 
as will corroborate your statement that you have completely repudiated 
the views you then expressed ; and since you gave publication to those 
views and that philosophy that you then entertained, I think one of 
the most impressive ways you could do it, if you have done so, is to 
produce articles that you have written and had published since, which 
clearly indicate or prove or establish the fact that your views have 
changed and that you no longer entertain such a philosophy. 

Mr. Harris. Senator, I think that 
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Senator McCretxian. I would like personally to see you have that 
opportunity to present such documentary evidence to this committee, 
if you are in a position to do so. 

Mr. Harris. Senator, I will do everything I can. 

The Cuatrman. We have asked the witness to do that in executive 
session, and we are still waiting for it. 
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Senator McCrieitan. I wanted to ask him now, because I think 
that this is a serious thing, and I do not want the witness done any 
injustice. But I think, on the face of it, certainly we should have 
conclusive proof that he no longer entertains such views; that he has 
done whatever he could by publishing articles or writings to repudiate 
what he published as his philosophy in 1932. He admits, he says, 
that he would not himself employ anyone for the position he now 
holds if he knew they entertained such views as he there expressed. 
I should like, if he has made such a record by writing articles and 
publishing views that completely contradict and repudiate those 
expressed in the book, for him to have the opportunity to present 
them to this committee and for the record. 

The CHatrMan. I am going to ask the witness to take his book 
King Football and mark the parts which he now repudiates, and the 
parts with which he still agrees. That will be a sizable job, and I 
know you cannot do it overnight. How much time would you want, 
Mr. Harris? 

Mr. Harris. I think, assuming no hearings are being held to exhaust 
this witness, I could probably do it in 2 days with considerable ease. 

The Cuairman. Today is Tuesday. 

Mr. Harris. I could produce that information. 

The Cuairman. We will give you until next Monday. Will that 
be all right ? 

Mr. Harris. Yes. And may I say, in part answer to this question, 
I think that it must be made a fair situation, and it must be remem- 
— that I have been a Government employee since November 11, 

34, and that my work has not normally permitted me to write 
‘iomals my Government work, and that I have not been on the staff 
of some regular publication where I would normally have writings. 
I think that my affirmative record with the agencies with which I 
have worked should have a bearing on the judgments of this com- 
mittee and the judgments of the American public. I think TI can 
prove by the testimony of a large number of people, if that is neces- 
sary, that I have served loyally in the Government agencies in which 
I have served, and that I have cooperated at all times with the properly 
constituted investigative agencies, such as the FBI, volunteering 
information to them when it seemed to be of any use to them, and 
cooperating always in any investigation they have conducted, and 
insisting on the proper carrying out of security and loyalty rules, 
both in the sense of personnel and documentary security; and that 
this affirmative record was very clearly demonstrated early in 1938 
when I privately rather than publicly broke with the head of the 
Federal Writers Project over his habit of being too generous, too 
-asy on members of obvious Communist-dominated unions in three of 
the major projects—New York, Chicago, and St. Louis. I am refer- 
ring to Mr. Henry G. Alsberg, a man of very great kindness and a 
man who would give the shirt off his back to his fellow man, but who 
in my opinion was far too easy on these tough, lying people. 

The Cuamman. You said that you broke with Mr. Alsberg privately 
in 1938 because of his softness toward Communist causes. Do you 
know that Mr. Alsberg gave you as a reference for a job in 19422 

Mr. Harrts. I know that the counsel so stated. I only know it 
from what the counsel stated, as far as any recollection of mine is 
concerned. 
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The Cratrman. Do you not think it is rather unusual if you had 
a break with this man because he was following the Communist line, 
and you told him that, that he would give you as a reference for a job 
t years later? : 


Mr. Harris. There are two or three things here—I did not say he ' 
was following the Communist line. I said he was “too easy.” ' 
The CHairman. Did you think he was following the Communist i 
line? { 
Mr. Harris. I think he was much too easy on Communist-domi- ' 


nated unions who were controlling the units of the project in New 
York City, St. Louis, and Chicago. I even wrote him a memorandum | 
to that effect. Ido have a copy of that memorandum. 

The CrarrMan. Is this a man whom you would recommend for a 
job in Government ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Under present standards, I do not think so. 

The CHairMan. Do you think the standards, to your way of think 
ing, have changed? In other words, did you not require the degree 

loyalty in 1988 that you do in 19524 Was it as high or a little 
higher ¢ 

Mr. Harris. As high a degree of loyalty, certainly, as loyal to the 
United States Government. 

Phe Caiman. Would you have recommended him for a job in 
1938 when you say you broke with him ? 

Mr. Harris. No; I would not. 

The Cuainman. Would you recommend him for a job in 142 ¢ 

Mr. Harris. Not most types of jobs. 

The Cuainman. Did you recommend him for a job in 19424 

Mr. Harris. 1 certainly don’t remember recommending him for a 
job in 1942. 

The CHairman. Pardon me? 

Mr. Harris. I don’t remember recommending him, if indeed I did. 

The Crarmman. Did you recommend him for a job in OWL in 
L942 ¢ 

Mr. Harris. I have just said that I do not recollect making any 
such recommendation. It is possible that Mr. Alsberg could have 
been used very effectively at that time out in the area of Turkey or 
something of that kind, because of his intimate knowledge of situations 
over there, because he would have no supervisory authority and would 
be working as a writer or editor, for which he was eminently quali fied, 
The difficulties that I consider he had with words was caused by his 
supervision and the supervision assignment. I have never seen any 
sign and I have never had any evidence that he was a Communist, 
sir. 

Senator McC.ietian. I wanted to state this: that my purpose in 
suggesting or making the suggestions about the articles was an effort 
to be helpful to you, and not to restrict the evidence you might submit 
solely to articles or things that you may have published since; but 
[ think, and I say this to you frankly, that if you have done so, and 
if you have written and published articles since that clearly repudiate 
the views you expressed in that book, they would be very conclusive 
with me. If you have not, then of course we have got to go to other 
factors and other sources to determine about your sincerity now when 
you say that you no longer retain such views. 
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Mr. Harris. May I enter in the record just before I step down a 

memorandum that I addressed to Mr. Alsberg, a copy that I will 

certify to be mine, of November 12, 1937, in which I speak of opera 

tions in New York, Chicago, and St. Louis, and say that the Com 
niunist domination of the projects 


is scandalous and should be stopped somehow. In view of the law 
that was the law at that time 


the Communist feature is not what we should base action upon. We should 
insist that no political group has the right to run the project over the heads 
of the constituted officials. 

[I said it that way, Mr. Chairman, because we were under clear-cut 
legal instructions. 

The Cuatrman. You will be back at 10 o'clock in the morning, Mr. 
Harris, and your memorandum will be received at this point. 

(The memorandum referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 33,” and 
will be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

The Cnairman. Will you raise your right hand, Mr. Kimball 4 

In this matter before the committee, do you solemnly swear that 
you will tell the truth, the whole truth. and nothing but the truth, 
SO help you God / 

Mr. Kimpauu. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR A. KIMBALL, ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR 
FOR MANAGEMENT, INTERNATIONAL INFORMATION ADMIN- 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


The Cramman. What is your job at the present time / 

Mr. Kimpaun. Assistant Administrator for Management. 

The CHarrMan. Have you checked the files of Mr. Kaghan and 
Mr. Schechter to determine whether or not they were either cleared 
or rejected for a job with the Voice of America ‘ 

Mr. KimMBal L. | might say, Mr. Chairman, that I have not checked 
the files. 

The CuatrmMan. Have you seen the files / 

Mr. Kimpatn. I have not seén the files; no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Have you gotten a report from anyone on the files? 

Mr. Kimpauu. I have gotten a report; yes, sir. 

The CnatrrmMan. From whom did you get the report / 

Mr. KIMBAI L. In both cases, I received the report from Mr. a; Albert 
Bush, who is the Chief of the Manpower Utilization Division part of 
my staff. 

The CratrmMan. Pardon me? 

Mr. Kirveatni. The man who is in charge of personnel “™ my par 
ticular staff, Mr. J. Albert Bush. 

The CuatrmMan. That is J. Albert Bush? 

Mr. Kimpauy. B-u-s-h. 

The CuarrMan. Did he tell you that he had personally checked the 
files ? 

Mr. Kimparu. He told me that he had written evidence concerning 
the files; yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And you transmitted that written evidence—did 
you complete your answer 4 
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Mr. Kimpauy. Yes, sir; I believe at that point. 

The CHarrmMan. You transmitted the information you got from t 
Bush to Mr. Harris, did you? 

Mr. Kimpauu. I transmitted it orally, sir. 

The Cuatrman. When did you do that? 

Mr. Kimpaun. I would say that it might have been at some earlier 
time, also, but I did so within the last week. 

The Cuarrman. Did you tell Mr. Harris that Mr. Kaghan and Mr. : 
Schechter had been cleared by Security for jobs with the Voice? 

Mr. Krweatn. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say—I may be mis- 
taken—but it is my understanding that, as to the nature of a conversa- 
tion which is based on security files, I am not permitted to answer 
that question under the Presidential directive of March 13, 1948. 

The CHatrMan. You are ordered to answer that, in view of the fact 
that Mr. Harris has testified as to what you told him. The question 
is: Did you tell him that Mr. Bush said Mr. Kaghan and Mr. Schechter 
had been cleared under Public Law 402 for a job with the Voice? 
You will be ordered to answer that. 

Mr. Kimpavy. If it is proper, I will be glad to answer it. 

The Cramman. In view of the fact that you may want to discuss 
this with your superior officers, we will give you time to go back and 
discuss that with them. In other words, we are not going to order 
you to answer it instantly. Your feeling is that under the present 
secrecy orders, you cannot tell us that? 

Mr. Sureere. That is my understanding, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cramman. We will give you an opportunity to discuss that 
with the new team over in the Department, and you can tell them you 
have been ordered to answer that, and you will be asked to return 
tomorrow morning. 

do not think we should order an answer instantly without his 
discussing it with his superiors. However, in view of the fact that 
Harris comes in and uses this conversation as a clearance, and the 
constant shifting—first it is Ford, and then it is Kimball, and then 
it is Tate—lI believe we have got to get to the bottom of this. 

Senator McCretian. I think before you proceed, it is all right and 
I think it is quite proper to permit the witness to consult with his 
superiors before you order him to answer, but in the meantime I think 
you should call the subcommittee together for a conference and deter- 
mine procedure in executive session in the event his superiors refuse 
to permit him to testify. 

Here is the position the witness is placed in. He probably will be 
perfectly willing himself to answer the question and give the com- 
mittee the information it seeks, and at the same time he could not very 
well violate the order of his superiors. Since this order actually 
comes from the President of the United States, and if the order is 
wrong it was made by another President and not the present President 
of the United States, this President should have the opportunity to 
revoke it if he cares to do so. 

Mr. Kiweauy. I would appreciate the opportunity to consult. 

The Cuairman. You will definitely have that opportunity. Will 
you return at. 10:30 tomorrow morning? 

Mr. Krupatu. Yes. 
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The Cuarrman. If your superior officer orders you not to answer 
this question, will you tell him that he is requested to appear with you 

Mr. Krupaty. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. We will take Mr. Ford very briefly, I believe. 

Will you raise your right hand, Mr. Ford? 

In this matter before the committee. do you solemnly swear that you 


will tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 


Mr. Forp. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN W. FORD, DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF 
SECURITY, DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


The Cuatrman. Mr. Ford, has anyone consulted you in the past 
few weeks or months in regard to a security clearance for Mr. K: aghan 
or Mr. Schechter ? 

Mr. Forp. Mr. Chairman, to my knowledge, the first time those cases 
ever came to my attention was about Sunday, when I read some testi- 
mony in the paper, at which time I prepared a memorandum for Mr. 
Lourie. 

The CHamman. The time is short, and from past experience I 
know you are rather a long-winded witness. I have just a few very 
brief — and will you try to answer those: 

No. 1. Has anyone consulted you recently, in the past 2 weeks, in 
regard a whether Mr. Kaghan, Theodore Kaghan, and Mr. Schechter, 
who is now in HICOG, secured security clearance under Public Law 
402 for employment with the Voice? 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir, they have. There have been several discussions 
on it. 

The CHarrmMan. Have you personally examined their security files 
to see if they had flunked that security test? 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir; I have, si 

The CHatrman. Now, may r say the previous witness has refused 
to tell us whether they received clearance or not, under the Presidential 
directive, and he was ordered to answer that question but we gave 
him an opportunity to return to the Department and discuss the 
matter with his superiors. 

Do you take the position you can tell us whether those two men were 
cleared, or if you are barred from doing that under the secrecy order ? 

Mr. Forp. I would give anything in the world if I could tell you. 
I would love to tell you, but it is my understanding that I am barred, 
sir, and I would like to ask that privilege. 

The CratrmMaNn. Who called upon you or who asked you about the 
specific clearance? Was it Mr. Harris or Mr. Kimball? Just give us 
their names. 

Mr. Forp. I am just trying to recall definitely, 

I initiated the thing by a memorandum, a in after that I 
believe someone I had a conversation with—I am trying as hard as I 
can to recall the circumstances. There are so many cases, you know. 

Other than Mr. Tate, I believe I discussed it with him, but I could 
not possibly be positive with reference to Mr. Kimball. 

The CHarrman. When did you discuss it with Mr. Tate? 
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Mr. Forp. I believe it was discussion, sir, of the memorandum that 
1 had written to Mr. Lourie, and I could not be positive about that. 
It was just a statement as to whether or not they had clearance. 

The CiammaAn,. You discussed this with Mr. Tate, who is the 
assistant le@al officer ? 

Mr. Forp. No, it wasn’t Mr. Tate. It was another man in his office. 
Lam mistaken on that. Probably Mr. Bushon. 

Phe Chamman. And you sent Mr. Lourie a memorandum / 

Mr. Forp. Giving the full details of each case. 

Phe Cramman. Who besides yourself had access to the security 
file of Kaghan and Schechter? 

Mr. Forp. Just the people in my own office, sir. 

Phe CHarmMan. How Wy people are in your office ¢ 

Mr. Forp. In my own oflice—— 

The CHatrMan. How miahy people In your office have access to that 
file ? 

Mr. Forp. T would say five file clerks that work in the area where 
it is stored, and my deputy, and my special assistant, and myself; and 
Mr. Boy kin, who Is above mie, The only other one l could think of 
would be Leeal, Oc’ asionally, and Ve ry seldom we have had occasion to 
send a file over to them. 

Phe Cuamman. Anyone in your office could see the files 

Mr. Forp. Not anyone. 

The CHarrMan. Not any more 4 

Mr. Forp. No 

The CHatrrman. When did you change the rule / 

Mr. Forp. I didn’t change the rule, sir. 

The Cuamman. We will start all over. IT asked you if everyone 
in your office had access to the files, and you said not any more, and 
I assumed you meant that at one time they had access. 

Mr. Forv. No. I am trying to be fair with you, sir. You are 
speaking to a man that has eliminated 75 security risks from the 
Department of State in the past 214 years, and I am just as anxious 
as you are to help out. 

The Cuarrman. I asked you if anyone in your office had access to 
the files, and I understood you to say “Not any more.” 

Mr. Forp. I didn’t intend to say that if I did, but I don’t recall 
what I said at that time. 

The CHatrmMan. Then does everyone in your office have access to 
the file ? 

Mr. Forp. No. 

The CHatrMaAn. So if anyone got information on the clearance of 
these two men, they would have to get the information from either 
you—— 

Mr. Forp. My deputy 

The Crairman,. Of 1 of the 5 file clerks? 

Mr. Forp. The five file clerks would never actually have occasion 
to give a clearance, and they wouldn’t know from an examination 
of the file whether a clearance was outstanding or just what the pro- 


cedure was. 

The CHAirMAN. Those files contain FBI reports ¢ 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. You are the man who does the evaluating / 

Mr. Forp. Not perse. We have a staff of officers in the Evaluations 
Branch who do that. 
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The Cu \IRMAN, Who are on that staff which does the evaluating ? 

Mr. orp. Mr. ‘J homas Hoffman is the Chief of that Branch, s 

Phe Cu AIRMAN. ‘Thomas Hotiman ¢ 

Mr. Forp. H-o-f-f-m-a-n. 

Che CHatrrman. Who are the other members of that staff / 

Mr. Forp. It is pretty large, sir. I couldn't give you all of the 
names. Mr. David Tenney—— 

The CuarrmMan. I understand that under Public Law 402, anyone 
who goes W t! the Voice of America needs clearance. 

Mr. Forp. They had an FBI investigation; yes, sir. 

Phe Cuamman. And then a clearance by someone / 

Mr. Forp. Yes, sir. 

‘The CHairmMan. The question is: Who gives the clearance, after 
the FBI has finished investigating? The FBI, of course, do not 
clear. 

Mr. Forp. No. 

Che CHAIRMAN. Someone must go over all of the files and say, 
“This man is all right.” or “This man is not.””. Who does that / 

Mr. Forp. Well, this is some years ago when these people came in 
here, and at the present time it would be Mr. Hoffman, and he is the 
final person. During those dates, I don’t know who. It depended 
upon the year that they entered on the rolls, sir, and I don’t know 
who was there at the time they cave these clearances. 

The CHarrMan. You do not have that job yourself ? 

Mr. Forp. Not per se. Any difficult case that would come uy 
where there are questions involved. 1 would be the one who would 
pass on them. lor example, it might have been Mr. Ni holson. 
whom you remember, Mr. Chairman. It might have been Mr. Nicl 
olson, but | frankly don't know, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. May I ask you one question. I understand 
from your testimony that you do have the information, and you could 
tell the committee, if you were permitted to, whether they were cleared 
or not cleared ¢ 

Mr. Forp. I could, sir, very definitely. 

Senator McCLe.uan. That is all. 

Mr. Forp. I would be glad to do it. 

The Cuarrman. I may say that you will be ordered to answer that 
question tomorrow, and you can discuss the matter with your superior 
officers and tell them that you are ordered to do it because the head 
of the information program has discussed the question of whether 
or not they have been cleared; and you can also inform them that 
we will subpena the documents upon which you base your clearance, 
and we will not merely take your word for that. 

Mr. Forp. Surely. 

The Cuarrman. As I told Mr. Kimball, if you are ordered not to 
cive that information, we will want the superior officer who orders 
you not to give it to come with you tomorrow. 

" Mr. Forp. Surely. 
The CuHarrMAN. We will recess until tomorrow morning at 10 





o'clock. 
(Whereupon, at 4: 15 p. m., a recess was t ken until 10a. m.. Wednes 
day. March 4, 1955.) 
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